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Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FROM THE 
COMPETITIVE SERVICE 

Housing and Home Finance Agency 

Effective July 1, 1959, paragraph 

(c)(1) of §6.142, having expired by its 
own terms, is revoked, and paragraphs 
<a><3) and (c)(2) are amended as set 
out below’. 

§6.142 Housing and Home Finance 

Agency. 

(a) Office of the Administrator. • • • 
(3) Seven Regional Administrators. 

• * • • • 

(c> Federal Housing Administra¬ 
tion. • • • 

(2) Six Zone Operations Commission¬ 
ers. 

(R.3. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 
5 US.C. 631, 633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission 
Lseal] Wm. C. Hull, 

Executive Assistant. 

IPU. Doc. 59-5003; Piled, June 16. 1959; 
8:45 a.m.J 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
• Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

(Plum Order 51 

PA * T 936 ~IFRESH BARTLETT PEARS, 
PLUMS, AND ELBERTA PEACHES 
GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 


Regulation by Grades 

§936.618 Plum Order 5. 

Findings, (l) Pursuant to th< 
OrH* xT Dg agreen ient, as amended, anc 
SSr No * 36 ’ as amended (7 CFR Pari 
t> jugulating the handling of fresT 
pears ’ Piums, and Elberts 
gro Y n in the state of California 
of ^r e A Under applicable provisions 
ine Agricultural Marketing Agree¬ 


ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674), and upon the basis^of the rec¬ 
ommendations of the Plum Commodity 
Committee, established under the afore¬ 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available infor¬ 
mation, it is hereby found that the limi¬ 
tation of shipments of plums, in the 
manner herein provided, will tend to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
% it is impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest to give pre¬ 
liminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the ef¬ 
fective date of this section until 30 days 
after publication thereof in the Federal 
Register (5 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) in that, 
as hereinafter set forth, the time inter¬ 
vening between the date when informa¬ 
tion upon which this section is based 
became available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient; a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the pro¬ 
visions hereof effective not later than 
the date hereinafter specified. A reason¬ 
able determination as to the supply of, 
and the demand for, such plums must 
await the development of the crop there¬ 
of, and adequate information thereon 
was not available to the Plum Commod¬ 
ity Committee until the date hereinafter 
set forth on which an open meeting was 
held, after giving due notice thereof, to 
consider the need for, and the extent of, 
regulation of shipments of such plums. 
Interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting information for reg¬ 
ulation during the period specified here¬ 
in were promptly submitted to the De¬ 
partment after such meeting was held; 
shipments of the current crop of such 
plums are expected to begin on or about 
the effective date hereof; this section 
should be applicable to all such ship¬ 
ments in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act; the provisions of this 
section are identical with the aforesaid 
recommendation of the committee; and 
information concerning such provisions 
and effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such plums and com- 
(Continued on p. 4903) 
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pliance with the provisions of this sec¬ 
tion will not require of handlers any 
preparation therefor which cannot be 
completed by the effective time hereof. 
Such committee meeting was held on 
June 11.1959. 

ib) Order. (1) During the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 ajn., P.s.t., June 17, 
1959. and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
November 1. 1959, no shipper shall ship 
any package or container of any variety 
of plums other than Tragedy, Eldorado. 
Mariposa. Ace, and Elephant Heart un- 
lesssuch plums grade at least U.S. No. 1. 

(2) Section 936.143 sets forth the re¬ 
quirements with respect to the inspection 
and certification of shipments of fruit 
covered by this section. Such section 
also prescribes the conditions which must 
be met if any shipment is to be made 
without prior inspection and certifica¬ 
tion. Notwithstanding that shipments 
may be made without inspection and cer¬ 
tification, each shipper shall comply with 
all grade and size regulations applicable 
to the respective shipment. 

(3> When used herein, 4 ‘U.S. No. 1” 
shall have the same meaning as set forth 
in the United States Standards for Plums 
and Prunes (§§ 51.1520-51.1537 of this 
title: 23 F.R. 3509), and all other terms 
shall have the same meaning as when 
used in the amended marketing agree¬ 
ment and order. 

I Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: June 15, 1959. 

Floyd F. Hedlund. 

Acting Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

IP.R. Doc. 59-5055; Filed, June 16, 1959; 

8:57 a.m.| 


PART 936—FRESH BARTLETT PEARS, 
PLUMS, AND ELBERTA PEACHES 
GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 

Regulation by Grades and Sizes 
§ 936.619 Plum Order 6. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
$J“ er No - 36. as amended (7 CFR Part 
yj6) regulating the handling of fresh 
artiett pears, plums, and Elberta 
Peaches grown in the State of California, 
? fK Ve under Lhe applicable provisions 
aJ , gricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937 , as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
1 . and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations of the Plum Commodity 
mmittee, established under the afore- 
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said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available infor¬ 
mation, it is hereby found that the lim¬ 
itation of shipments of plums of the 
variety hereinafter set forth, and in the 
manner herein provided, will tend to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest to give pre¬ 
liminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the ef¬ 
fective date of this section until 30 days 
after publication thereof in the Federal 
Register (5 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) in that, 
as hereinafter set forth, the time inter¬ 
vening between the date when informa¬ 
tion upon which this section is based 
became available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient; a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective not later than the 
date hereinafter specified. A reasonable 
determination as to the supply of. and 
the demand for, such plums must await 
the development of the crop thereof, and 
adequate information thereon was not 
available to the Plum Commodity Com¬ 
mittee until the date hereinafter set 
forth on which an open meeting was 
held, after giving due notice thereof, to 
consider the need for, and the extent of, 
regulation of shipments of such plums. 
Interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting information for reg¬ 
ulation during the period specified herein 
were promptly submitted to the Depart¬ 
ment after such meeting was held; ship¬ 
ments of the current crop of such plums 
are expected to begin on or about the 
effective date hereof; this section should 
be applicable to all such shipments in 
order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act; the provisions of this section 
are identical with the aforesaid recom¬ 
mendation of the committee; and infor¬ 
mation concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such plums and com¬ 
pliance with the provisions of this sec¬ 
tion will not require of handlers any 
preparation therefor which cannot be 
completed by the effective time hereof. 
Such committee meeting was held on 
June 11.1959. 

<b) Order. (1) During the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m. ( P.s.t., June 17, 
1959, and ending at 12.01 a.m., P.s.t., 
November 1, 1959, no shipper shall ship-- 
any package or container of Tragedy 
plums unless such plums grade at least 
U.S. No. 1 with a total tolerance of ten 
(10) percent for defects not considered 
serious damage in addition to the toler¬ 
ances permitted for such grade; and: 

<i) If the plums are packed in a 
standard basket, they are of a size not 
smaller than a size that will pack a 
5x6 standard pack; 

(ii) If the plums are packed in any 
container other than a standard basket, 
sixty-six and two-thirds (66%) percent, 
by count, of the plums measure not less 


1903 

than one and eight-sixteenth (1%,;) 
inches in diameter: Provided, That, in¬ 
dividual containers in any lot may con¬ 
tain not more than fifty (50) percent, 
by count, of plums w'hich measure less 
than one and eight-sixteenth (1%«) 
inches in diameter, if the average per¬ 
cent of such smaller sized plums in all 
containers in such lot does not exceed 
thirty-three and one-third (33%) per¬ 
cent: And provided further. That, if the 
plums are packed in a special plum box 
and are of a size not smaller than a size 
that will pack a 8%-row standard pack, 
they shall be deemed to meet the mini¬ 
mum size requirements of this subpara^ 
graph; and 

(iii) The diameters of the smallest 
and largest plums in the package or 
container do not vary more than one- 
fourth inch: Provided, That, a total of 
not more than five (5) percent, by count, 
of the plums in the package or container 
may fail to meet this requirement. 

(2) When used in this section, “U.S. 
No. 1,” “fairly uniform in size/ 4 ‘'serious 
damage/* and “standard pack” shall 
have the same meaning as set forth in 
the revised United States Standards for 
Plums and Prunes (Fresh) §§51.1520 
to 51.1537 of this title; 23 F. R. 3509); 
“standard basket’* shall mean the stand¬ 
ard basket set forth in paragraph 1 of 
section 828.1 of the Agricultural Code of 
California; “special plum box’* shall 
mean the special plum box set forth in 
section 828.15 of the Agricultural Code 
of California; “6-row standard pack" 
shall mean that the top layer of the pack 
contains 39 plums which are fairly uni¬ 
form in size and the plums in the top 
layer are not superior in size to those in 
the remainder of the pack; “7-row' 
standard pack” shall mean that the top 
layer of the pack contains 52 plums 
which are fairly uniform in size and the 
plums in the top layer are not superior 
in size to those in the remainder of the 
pack; “7%-row standard pack” shall 
mean that the top layer of the pack con¬ 
tains 56 plums w T hich are fairly uniform 
in size and the plums in the top layer are 
not superior in size to those in the re¬ 
mainder of the pack; “8%-row standard 
pack” shall mean that the top layer of 
the pack contains 72 plums which are 
fairly uniform in size and the plums in 
the top layer are not superior in size to 
those in the remainder of the pack; 
“diameter” shall mean the distance 
through the widest portion of the cross 
section of a plum at right angles to a line 
running from the stem to the blossom 
end; and, except as otherwise specified, 
all other terms shall have the same 
meaning as when used in the amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(3) Section 936.143 sets forth the re¬ 
quirements with respect to the inspection 
and certification of shipments of fruit 
covered by this section. Such section 
also prescribes the conditions which must 
be met if any shipment is to be made 
without prior inspection and certifica¬ 
tion. Notwithstanding that shipments 
may be made without inspection and cer¬ 
tification, each shipper shall comply with 
all grade and size regulations applicable 
to the respective shipment. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: June 15. 1959. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Acting Director. Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division. Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

{F.R. Doc. 59-5056; Filed, June 16. 1959; 
8:57 a.m.j 
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PART 936—FRESH BARTLETT PEARS, 

PLUMS, AND ELBERTA PEACHES 

GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 

Regulation by Grades and Sizes 
§ 936.620 Plum Order 7. 

(a> Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 36. as amended (7 CFR Part 
936). regulating the handling of fresh 
Bartlett pears, plums, and Elberta 
peaches grown in the State of California, 
effective under the applicable provisions 
of the Agricultural Marketing Agree¬ 
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674), and upon the basis of the 
recommendations of the Plum Com¬ 
modity Committee, established under the 
aforesaid amended marketing agreement 
and order, and upon other available in¬ 
formation. it is hereby found that the 
limitation of shipments of plums of the 
variety hereinafter set forth, and in the 
manner herein provided, will tend to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest to give pre¬ 
liminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the 
effective date of thia section until 30 days 
after publication thereof in the Federal 
Register (5 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) in that, 
as hereinafter set forth, the time inter¬ 
vening between the date when informa¬ 
tion upon which this section is based be¬ 
came available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient; a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted. under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective not later than the 
date hereinafter specified. A reasonable 
determination as to the supply of. and 
the demand for, such plums must await 
the development of the crop thereof, and 
adequate information thereon was not 
available to the Plum Commodity Com¬ 
mittee until the date hereinafter set 
forth on which an open meeting was 
held, after giving due notice thereof, to 
consider the need for, and the extent of, 
regulation of shipments of such plums. 
Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting information for 
regulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after such meeting was 
held; shipments of the current crop of 
such plums are expected to begin on or 
about the effective date hereof; this sec¬ 


tion should be applicable to all such 
shipments in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act; the provisions 
of this section are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee; and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
plums and compliance with the provi¬ 
sions of this section will not require of 
handlers any preparation therefor w'hich 
cannot be completed by the effective 
time hereof. Such committee meeting 
was held on June 11.1959. 

(b> Order . (1) During the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m.. P.s.t., June 17, 
1959, and ending at 12:01 a.m.. P.s.t., 
November 1. 1959, no shipper shall ship 
any package or container of Becky Smith 
or Wickson plums except in accordance 
with the following terms and conditions: 

(i) If the plums are packed in a stand¬ 
ard basket, they are of a size not smaller 
than a size that will pack a 4 x 4 standard 
pack; 

(ii) If'the plums are packed in any 
container other than a standard basket. % 
seventy-five (75) percent, by count, of 
the plums measure not less than two (2) 
inches in diameter: Provided. That, in¬ 
dividual containers in any lot may con¬ 
tain not more than thirty-seven and 
one-half (31V 2 ) percent, by count, of 
plums which measure less than two (2) 
inches in diameter, if the average per¬ 
cent of such smaller sized plums in all 
containers in such lot does 1 not exceed 
twenty-five <25) percent: And provided 
further. That, if the plums are packed 
in a special plum box and are of a sLze 
not smaller than a size that will pack a 
6 -row standard pack, they shall be 
deemed to meet the minimum size re¬ 
quirements of this subparagraph; and 

(iii) The diameters of the smallest 
and largest plums in the package or con¬ 
tainer do not vary more than one-fourth 
inch: Provided, That, a total of not more 
than five (5) percent, by count, of the 
plums in the package or container may 
fail to meet this requirement. 

<2) When used in this section, “U.S. 
No. 1,** “fairly uniform in size,” “serious 
damage,” and “standard pack” shall have 
the same meaning as set forth in the re¬ 
vised United States Standards for Plums 
and Prunes (Fresh) (§§ 51.1520 to 51.1537 
of this title; 23 F.R. 3509); “Standard 
basket” shall mean the standard basket 
set forth in paragraph 1 of section 828.1 
of the Agricultural Code of California; 
“special plum box” shall mean the special 
plum box set forth in section 828.15 of the 
Agricultural Code of California; “6-row 
standard pack” shall mean that the top 
layer of the pack contains 39 plums 
which are fairly uniform in size and the 
plums in the top layer are not superior 
in size to those in the remainder of the 
pack; “7-row standard pack” shall mean 
that the top layer of the pack contains 
52 plums which are fairly uniform in size 
and the plums in the top layer are not 
superior in size to those in the remainder 
of the pack; “7 l / 2 -row standard pack” 
shall mean that the top layer of the pack 
contains 56 plums which are fairly uni¬ 
form in size and the plums in the top 
layer are not superior in size to those 
in the remainder of the pack; “8Vi-row 


standard pack” shall mean that the top 
layer of the pack contains 72 plums which 
are fairly uniform in size and the plums 
in the top layer are not superior in size to 
those in the remainder of the pack; 
“diameter” shall mean the distance 
through the widest portion of the cross 
section of a plum at right angles to a 
line running from the stem to the blos¬ 
som end; and, except as otherwise speci¬ 
fied. all other terms shall have the same 
meaning as when used in the amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(3) Section 936.143 sets forth the re¬ 
quirements with respect to the inspection 
and certification of shipments of fruit 
covered by this section. Such section 
also prescribes the conditions which must 
be met if any shipment is to be made 
without prior inspection and certifica¬ 
tion. Notwithstanding that shipments 
may be made without inspection and cer¬ 
tification, each shipper shall comply with 
all grade and size regulations applicable 
to the respective shipment. 

(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: June 15, 1959. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division. Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

(F.R. Doc. 59-5057; Filed. June 16. 1959; 

8:57 a.m.J 


{Plum Order 8) 

PART 936—FRESH BARTLETT PEARS, 
PLUMS, AND ELBERTA PEACHES 
GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 

Regulation by Grades and Sizes 
§ 936.621 Plum Order 8. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 36, as amended (7 CFR Part 
936), regulating the handling of fresh 
Bartlett pears, plums, and Elberta 
peaches grown in the State of California, 
effective under the applicable provisions 
of the Agricultural Marketing Agree¬ 
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674). and upon the basis of the rec¬ 
ommendations of the Plum Commodity 
Committee, established under the afore¬ 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of shipments of plums of the variety 
hereinafter set forth, and in the manner 
herein provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest to give pic- 
liminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone * 
effective date of this section until 30 day. 
after publication thereof in the Fed*:ra l 
Register (5 U.S.C. 1001 et seq ) in that, 
as hereinafter set forth, the time intei 
vening between the date when inform 
tion upon w’hich this section is base - 
came available and the time whe 
sectioh must become effective in 
to effectuate the declared policy f °L is 
act is insufficient; a reasonable time u> 
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permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the pro¬ 
visions hereof effective not later than 
the date hereinafter specified. A rea¬ 
sonable determination as to the supply 
of, and the demand for, such plums must 
await the development of the crop 
thereof, and adequate information 
thereon was not available to the Plum 
Commodity Committee until the date 
hereinafter set forth on which an open 
meeting was held, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider the need for, and the 
extent of, regulation of shipments of 
such plums. Interested persons were 
afforded an opportunity to submit in¬ 
formation and views at this meeting; 
the recommendation and supporting in¬ 
formation for regulation during the pe¬ 
riod specified herein were promptly sub¬ 
mitted to the Department after such 
meeting w r as held; shipments of the cur¬ 
rent crop of such plums are expected 
to begin on or about the effective date 
hereof; this section should be appli¬ 
cable to all such shipments in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act; 
the provisions of this section are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee; and information con¬ 
cerning such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among han¬ 
dlers of such plums and compliance with 
the provisions of this section will not re¬ 
quire of handlers any preparation there¬ 
for which cannot be completed by the 
effective time hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on June 11, 1959. 

(b> Order. (1) During the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m.. P.s.t., June 17, 
1959, and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
November 1, 1959, no shipper shall ship 
from any shipping point during any day 
any package or container of Eldorado 
plums unless such plums grade at least 
U S. No. 1 with a total tolerance of ten 
(10) percent for defects not considered 
serious damage in addition to the toler¬ 
ances permitted for such grade; and, 
except to the extent otherwise permitted 
under this paragraph: 

(i 1 If the plums are packed in a stand¬ 
ard basket, they are of a size not smaller 
than a size that will pack a 3 x 4 x 5 
standard pack; 

<H) If the plums are packed in any 
container other than a standard basket, 
seventy-five (75) percent, by count, of 
the plums measure not less than one 
and fourteen-sixteenth (liy,c> inches in 
diameter: Provided, That, individual 
containers in any lot may contain not 
more than thirty-seven and one-half 
47 £) percent, by count, of plums which 
measure less than one and fourteen- 
xteenth (l i y lfl ) inches in diameter, if 
cil e . ave , rage Percentage of such smaller 
w e< * plums to containers in such 
* Go f s not exceed twenty-five (25) 
percent: And provided further, That, if 
Plums are packed in a special plum 
°ox and are of a size not smaller than a 
D Pack a 6%-row standard 

pacK, they shall be deemed to meet the 
uumum size requirements of this sub- 
paragraph; and 


(iii) The diameters of the smallest 
and largest plums in the package or con¬ 
tainer do not vary more than one-fourth 
inch: Provided, That, a total of not more 
than five (5) percent, by count, of the 
plums in the package or container may 
fail to meet this requirement. 

(2) During each day of the aforesaid 
period, any shipper may ship from any 
shipping point a quantity of such plums, 
by number of packages or containers, 
which are of a size smaller than the size 
prescribed in subparagraph (1) of this 
paragraph if said quantity does not ex¬ 
ceed thirty-three and one-third (33 l / 3 ) 
percent of the number of the same type 
of packages or containers of plums 
shipped by such shipper which meet the 
size requirement of said subparagraph 
(1) of this paragraph and all such 
smaller plums meet the following appli¬ 
cable requirements: 

(i) If the plums are packed in a 
standard basket, they cure of a size not 
smaller than a size that will pack a 4 x 5 
standard pack; 

(ii) If the plums are packed in any 
container other than a standard basket, 
sixty-six and two-thirds (66%) percent, 
by count, of the plums measure not less 
than one and thirteen-sixteenths 
inches in diameter: Provided, That, indi¬ 
vidual containers in any lot may contain 
not more than fifty (50) percent, by 
count, of plums which measure less than 
one and thirteen-sixteenths (D^io) inches 
in diameter, if the average percentage of 
such smaller sized plums in all con¬ 
tainers in such lot does not exceed thirty- 
three and one-third (33 V 3 ) percent: And 
provided further, That, if the plums are 
packed in a special plum box and are of 
a size not smaller than a size that will 
pack a 7-row standard pack, they shall 
be deemed to meet the minimum re¬ 
quirements of this subparagraph; and 

(iii) The diameters of the smallest and 
largest plums in the package or container 
do not vary more than one-fourth inch: 
Provided, That, a total of not more than 
five (5) percent, by count, of the plums in 
the package or container may fail to 
meet this requirement. 

(3) If any shipper, during any day of 
the aforesaid period, ships from any 
shipping point less than the maximum 
allowable quantity of such plums that 
may be of a size smaller than the size 
prescribed in subparagraph (1) of this 
paragraph, the quantity of such under¬ 
shipment may be shipped by such ship¬ 
per only from such shipping point during 
the next 2 succeeding calendar days: 
Provided, That, shipment is also made 
on the particular calendar day by such 
shipper of the full quantity of such 
smaller sized plums such shipper is au¬ 
thorized to ship on such day under sub- 
paragraph (2) of this paragraph. 

(4) When used in this section, °U.S. 
No. 1." “fairly uniform in size." “serious 
damage," and “standard pack” shall have 
the same meaning as set forth in the re¬ 
vised Uni«*d States Standards for Plums 
and Prunes (Fresh) (§§ 51.lS20-51.1537 
of this title; 23 F.R. 3509); "standard 
basket” shall mean the standard basket 


set forth in paragraph 1 of section 828.1 
of the Agricultural Code of California; 
“special plum box” shall mean the spe¬ 
cial plum box set forth in section 828.15 
of the Agricultural Code of California; 
“S^-row standard pack” shall mean 
that the top layer of the pack contains 
42 plums which are fairly uniform in 
size and the plums in the top layer are 
not superior in size to those in the re¬ 
mainder of the pack; “7-row standard 
pack” shall mean that the top layer of 
the pack contains 52 plums which are 
fairly uniform in size and the plums in 
the top layer are not superior in size 
to those in the remainder of the pack; 
“diameter” shall mean the distance 
through the widest portion of the cross 
section of a plum at right angles to a line 
running from the stem to the blossom 
end; and, except as otherwise specified, 
all other terms shall have the same 
meaning as when used in the amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(5) Section 936.143 sets forth the re¬ 
quirements with respect to the inspec¬ 
tion and certification of shipments of 
fruit covered by this section. Such sec¬ 
tion also prescribes the conditions which 
must be met if any shipment is to be 
made without prior inspection and certi¬ 
fication. Notwithstanding that ship¬ 
ments may be made without inspection 
and certification, each shipper shall 
comply with all grade and size regula¬ 
tions applicable to the respective 
shipment. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: June 15, 1959. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

(F.R. Doc. 59-5058; Filed, June 16, 1959; 

8:57 a.m.J 


Title 8—ALIENS AND 
NATIONALITY 

Chapter I—Immigration and Naturali¬ 
zation Service, Department of 
Justice 

PART 245—ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS 
OF NONIMMIGRANT TO THAT OF 
A PERSON ADMITTED FOR PER¬ 
MANENT RESIDENCE 

PART 249—CREATION OF RECORD 
OF LAWFUL ADMISSION FOR PER¬ 
MANENT RESIDENCE 

Waivers 

Waivers under section 5, Act of Sep¬ 
tember 11, 1957, in section 245 or 249 
proceedings. 

1. The fourth sentence of § 245.1 Ap¬ 
plication is amended to read as follows: 
“Except as provided in Part 249 of this 
chapter, an application under this sec¬ 
tion shall be the sole method of request¬ 
ing the exercise of discretion under sec- 
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tions 5. 6. or 7 of the Act of September 
11 . 1957. insofar as they relate to ex¬ 
cludability by an alien in the United 
States.” 

2. Section 249.1 Application is amend¬ 
ed by adding the following sentence after 
the existing first sentence to read as 
follows: “An otherwise eligible alien 
who is inadmissible under paragraphs 
9. 10. or 12 of section 212(a) of the Act 
may be granted a waiver of those enu¬ 
merated grounds of inadmissibility pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of section 5 of 
the Act of September 11. 1957. in a pro¬ 
ceeding under this part.” 

(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103) 

This order shall become effective on 
July 1, 1959. Compliance with the pro¬ 
visions of section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 5 U.S.C. 
1003J as to notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing is unnecessary in this instance be¬ 
cause the rules prescribed by the order 
confer benefits upon persons affected 
thereby. 

Dated: June 11, 1959. 

J. M. Swing. 

Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

1 F.R. Doc. 59-4993; Piled. June 16. 1959: 

8:48 a.m.| 


Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 

Chapter II—Federal Reserve System 

SUBCHAPTER A—BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF 
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

| Reg. FJ 

PART 206—TRUST POWERS OF 
NATIONAL BANKS 

Investment of Common Trust Funds 
in Investment Trust Shares 

§206.118 Investment of common Ini'*! 
funds in investment tru*t shares. 

(a> The Board of Governors has been 
requested to express an opinion whether 
the investment by a common trust fund 
in shares of an investment trust would be 
contrary to the provisions of § 206.17. 

(b> In defining common trust funds, 
and indicating the purposes of their au¬ 
thorization and the limitations on their 
use, $ 206.17 makes it clear that such 
funds are authorized as investment 
trusts for a special and restricted fiduci¬ 
ary purpose, under the exclusive man¬ 
agement of the bank maintaining such 
funds. Having in mind the special pur¬ 
pose and use of common trust funds, the 
Board is impressed with the adminis¬ 
trative inconsistency of investing any 
portion of such funds in investment 
trust shares. Furthermore, it is specifi¬ 
cally provided in paragraph (c)(8) of 
§ 206.17, that a bank administering a 
common trust fund “shall have the ex¬ 
clusive management thereof” and that 
such bank “shall not pay a fee, commis¬ 
sion. or compensation out of the com¬ 
mon trust fund for management.” 


(c> In the opinion of the Board, the 
use of investment trust shares for com¬ 
mon trust fund investment would in¬ 
volve a delegation of investment man¬ 
agement and payment of compensation 
for investment management services 
which would be both inconsistent with 
the stated purposes and uses of such 
funds and in violation of the quoted pro¬ 
visions of this part. This opinion, of 
course, only concerns itself with the in¬ 
vestment of the funds of a common trust 
fund in investment trust shares and is 
not intended to repress any view as to 
the propriety of such an investment for 
individually invested trusts. 

(Sec. 11(1). 38 Stat. 262; 12 U.S.C. 248(i). 
Interpret or apply secs. 2-4. 24 Stat. 18. 19, 
sec. 1. 40 Stat. 1043, as amended, sec. 1. 44 
Stat. 1225. as amended, sec. ll(k), 38 Stat. 
261, as amended, 53 Stat. 68. as amended; 12 
U.S.C. 30-33. 34(a). 248(k), 26 U.S.C. 169) 

Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, 
['seal 1 Merritt Sherman. 

Secretary , 

[ F.R. Doc. 59-4981: Piled, June 16. 1959; 

8:47 a.m. J 


Tills 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter 1—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 

APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 

| Public Land Order 1877 [ 

| Montana 030903 J 

MONTANA 

Withdrawing Lands for Reclamation 
Purposes (Missouri River Basin 
Project—Tiber Reservoir) 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Interior by section 
3 of the act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 
388; 43 U.S.C. 416), it is ordered as 
follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights and 
the provisions of existing withdrawals 
the following-described public lands in 
Montana are hereby withdrawn in the 
first form from all forms of appropria¬ 
tion under the public-land laws, includ¬ 
ing the mining but not the mineral¬ 
leasing laws and reserved for use of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, Department of 
the Interior, for reclamation purposes in 
connection with the Missouri River 
Basin Project, Tiber Reservoir, Lower 
Marias Unit: 

Principal Meridian 

T. 30 N..R. 1 E.. 

Sec. 15,NW*4SB>/4. 

The area described contains 40 acres. 

Roger Ernst. 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
June 10. 1959. 

| F.R. Doc. 59-4984; Piled. June 16. 1959: 
8:48 a.m.l 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Board 
SUBCHAPTER B—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS 
[Reg. ER-2741 

PART 225—TARIFFS OF CERTAIN 
^CERTIFICATED AIRLINES; TRADE 
AGREEMENTS 


Extension of Category of Carriers Au¬ 
thorized To Exchange Air Transpor¬ 
tation for Advertising Goods or 
Services 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C. 
on the 12th day of June 1959. 

Part 225 of the Board’s Economic Reg¬ 
ulations permits the local service car¬ 
riers, the certificated carriers operating 
wholly within Hawaii and carriers hold¬ 
ing certificates for the performance of 
all-expense tours or cruises, to exchange 
air transportation for advertising goods 
and services. 

Petitions have been filed by Alaska 
Airlines. Inc. (Docket No. 9963) and 
Alaska Coastal Airlines. Northern Con¬ 
solidated Airlines. Inc., and Wien Alaska 
Airlines. Inc. (Docket No. 10242> re¬ 
questing that Part 225 be amended to 
include the certificated Alaskan carriers. 

Part 225 does not at the present time 
apply to any of the certificated Alaskan 
air carriers. However, the Board now 
believes that the change in circum¬ 
stances brought about by Alaskan state¬ 
hood warrants their inclusion within the 
scope of this part. Statehood for Alaska 
has already led to increased interest in 
travel to Alaska and will continue to 
attract a substantially increasing influx 
of tourists and visitors. Thus, the car¬ 
riers operating within Alaska have an 
increasing need to promote and adver¬ 
tise in the principal cities for the pur¬ 
pose of reaching tourists and visitors 
coming to the Alaskan gateway points. 

In addition, the Board believes that 
allowing the intra-Alaska carriers to ex¬ 
pand their advertising program at no 
additional cost- or to reduce the amount 
of funds actually expended for adver¬ 
tising will aid in developing traffic within 
the State and will have a corresponding 
favorable effect on their subsidy require¬ 


ments. , 

The Board also recognizes that ad¬ 
vertising imposes a disproportionately 
heavy burden on all of these carrier, 
because of their responsibility to serve 
many low density points over short-naui 

It therefore appears to the Board that 
it is in the public interest to make Par 
225 applicable to the intra-Alaskan op¬ 
erations of the certificated Alaskan ca 
Tiers. The Board does not bdieve that 
the routes of certain Alaskan ca 
between Alaska and other States o 
United States (or any portion Wiereoi 
should be included because of the dinei 
ent nature of such operations a 
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cause to do so could result in problems 
in the international rate field. 

The proposed regulation therefore 
amends the definition of the term “air¬ 
line” to include the certificated intra- 
Alaskan air operations. Since coverage 
of the Alaskan carriers under Part 225 
is to be limited to their intra-Alaskan 
operations, the rule will provide that 
only intra-Alaskan air services may be 
exchanged for advertising purposes; and 
that the advertising media so obtained 
shall be used only for advertising intra- 
Alaskan air transportation. 

In addition, the proposed regulation 
limits the maximum aggregate value of 
trade agreements entered into by each 
Alaskan air carrier to $10,000 for the 
remainder of the calendar year. This is 
based upon the Board’s belief that a 
$20,000 annual maximum aggregate 
value of trade agreements is presently 
sufficient for the Alaskan carriers since 
such carriers are generally much smaller 
in size than the local service carriers. 

Inasmuch as this extension of the pro¬ 
visions of Part 225 to the Alaskan air 
carriers has been circumscribed in such 
a manner that it will not result in any 
undue competitive advantage to them 
over any other air carrier, or class of air 
carriers; will not result in any diversion 
of traffic from other certificated air car¬ 
riers; is permissive in nature; and is 
limited to the balance of this calendar 
year, the Board finds that notice and 
public procedure hereon are unnecessary 
and the amendment may be made effec¬ 
tive upon less than 30 days’ notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
Part 225 of the Economic Regulations 
<14 CFR Part 225) effective June 17,1959, 
as follows: 

1. By amending the definition of “Air¬ 
line” in § 225.1 (a) by adding a new sub- 
paragraph (4) to read as follows: 

§ 225.1 Definition*. 


fa) “Aiiline” means: 

• • • • 


<4) Any air carrier furnishing air 
transportation between points in the 
State of Alaska (but not between points 
on a route between Alaska and other 
States of the United States unless the 
air carrier is also authorized to serve such 
points on a route located wholly within 
Alaska >, consisting of the carriage of 
Passengers, property, and mail under a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity issued by the Board. 

2. By amending § 225.5 by adding a 
new paragraph (m) to read as follows: 
§225.5 Provisions of agreements. 

• ♦ • • • 


fin certificated air carriers de- 

nnu? n §2251 <&><4) shall exchange 
njy air transportation conducted be- 
rh!? n p ? ints wi ^hin the State of Alaska 
no i\ betw een points on a route be- 
nS A J aska and other States of the 
aicn ^ a unl ess the air carrier is 

^authorized to serve such points on a 
adv*L°? ate€ * wholly within Alaska) for 
mising services or goods advertising 


only air transportation between such 
points within the State of Alaska. 

3. By amending § 225.6 to read as 
follows; 

§ 225.6 Limitation on total value of 
trade agreement*. 

The total value of trade agreements 
entered into by any single airline in 
accordance with the provisions of this 
part shall be not more than 

(a) $100,000 in the aggregate each 
year for those airlines identified under 
§ 225.1(a) (1), (2) and (3). 

(b) $10,000 for the remainder of the 
calendar year 1959, for those airlines 
identified under § 225.1(a) (4). 

(Sec. 204(a), 72 Stat. 743: 49 U.S.C. 1324. In¬ 
terpret or apply secs. 403. 404. 416, 72 Stat. 
758. 760, 771; 49 VB.C. 1373, 1374, 1386) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Acting Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 59-5001; Filed, June 16. 1959; 
8:45 ajn.l 


(Reg. ER-2731 

PART 295—TRANSATLANTIC 
CHARTER TRIPS 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 26th day of May 1959. 

A notice of proposed rule making was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 19, 1958 (23 F.R. 9784) and 
circulated to the industry as Draft Re¬ 
lease No. 102, dated December 16, 1958. 
This notice concerned the adoption of a 
new Part 295 controlling transatlantic 
passenger charter service by supple¬ 
mental and cargo carriers. The draft 
release proposed the conversion of the 
Boards 1958 Transatlantic Charter 
Policy to regulatory form with several 
modifications principally to clarify re¬ 
quirements and facilitate administra¬ 
tion. 

Interested persons were afforded op¬ 
portunity to comment on the proposed 
provisions. The Board has given due 
consideration to all relevant matter pre¬ 
sented and has decided to adopt new 
Part 295. 

This regulation continues the Board’s 
policy of authorizing within the scope 
of its exemption power under section 
416(b) additional transatlantic charter 
operations to the extent consistent with 
the development of, and sound economic 
conditions in, the regularly scheduled 
transatlantic operations. It has been 
the Board’s experience that supplemen¬ 
tation of the charter capacity of the 
regularly scheduled transatlantic car¬ 
riers by other air carriers is necessary 
and desirable in the public interest. 
Over the years supplemental and cargo 
carriers have furnished a major part of 
this charter transportation but the 
identities of the carriers providing the 
bulk of such supplemental charter serv¬ 
ices have changed. The amount of 


charter business each such carrier may 
obtain in any given season depends on 
competition between them and is quite 
unpredictable. Many charter arrange¬ 
ments consist only of one round-trip 
flight for which arrangements must be 
perfected by the charterers within a lim¬ 
ited period, usually between early spring 
and summer, an unusual circumstance 
not characteristic for air transportation 
in general. The certification process 
therefore is not suitable for authorizing 
these charter trips because it is too time- 
consuming to be instituted and com¬ 
pleted within the available period, and 
too expensive in relation to the limited 
extent of the operation to be authorized. 
These passenger charter trips of sup¬ 
plemental or cargo parriers may there¬ 
fore be authorized by the Board in proper 
cases under its exemption power on the 
ground that enforcement of the certifi¬ 
cation requirement of section 401 would 
be an undue burden on the carriers by 
reason of both the limited extent of and 
unusual circumstances affecting their 
operations, and would not be in the 
public interest. 

The rule retains those restrictions on 
the transatlantic charter business which 
guard against the entry into the field 
of indirect air carriers and which prevent 
solicitation for charter flights of the 
public or segments of the public. In 
addition, the Board’s policy of protect¬ 
ing the participants in charter trips from 
inequitable burdens and charges has 
been enhanced. In so continuing its 
policies the Board has also been mindful 
of the ultimate objective of promulgat¬ 
ing, insofar as appropriate, uniform 
standards for charter operations by all 
carriers subject to its jurisdiction. 1 

The definition of a charter flight 
herein adopts the meaning of a charter 
trip as developed in Parts 207 and 212 
and prior enunciations of the trans¬ 
atlantic charter policy, with certain addi¬ 
tional modifications. 

With regard to the prohibition against 
obtaining participants for a charter 
group by soliciting the general public, the 
rule prevents the forming of a group by 
(1) general advertising or (2) unlimited 
soliciting of charter participants from 
an organization easy to join, and of un¬ 
certain or large and scattered member¬ 
ship. The rule thus provides the general 
framework within which to judge the 
charterworthiness of the cases on their 
own facts. The criteria are similar to 
those heretofore used by the Board and 
there presently appears no reason why 
determinations hereunder would not be 
similar to thdfce of the past. For ex¬ 
ample, in accordance with the clarified 
provisions of § 295.30 of this part which 
the Board has adapted from the draft 
release, prospective charter participants 
solicited without limit from organiza¬ 
tions or other entities with a total mem- 


1 The Board’s Economic Regulations also 
Include Part 207 (governing charters by the 
U.S. certificated carriers) and Part 212 (gov¬ 
erning off-route charters by foreign air 
carriers). 
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bership of more than (1) 20,000 in a 
local area (except colleges or universi¬ 
ties) . (2) 10,000 located in a single state, 
or (3) 5,000 located throughout the 
United States would be considered as 
solicited from the general public which 
would preclude their charter trip. How¬ 
ever, if the solicitation of charter par¬ 
ticipants should be limited to a group of 
selected delegates who are members of a 
large association with scattered member¬ 
ship. the size and geographic scope of 
the association would not appear to bar 
the charter.- 

Further, in the case of a corporation 
whose total employment and whose geo¬ 
graphic area would apparently render it 
ineligible for approval, a valid charter 
might be solicited from the employees of 
two or more plants of such corporation, 
provided the total number of employees 
in such plants and the geographic area 
in w'hich they work would be sufficiently 
limited as to meet the tests applied by 
the Board in the case of a single organi¬ 
zation. Also, the decision to limit the 
charter solicitation to the plants involved 
would necessarily have to be made prior 
to solicitation for the charter, and each 
such charter (if there were more than 
one) would have to be administered in¬ 
dependently of the others. It would be 
inappropriate to make a general solicita¬ 
tion of the employees of the entire cor¬ 
poration and subsequently limit the 
charter group in an attempt to conform 
with the criteria of the regulation. 

In those cases, furthermore, where 
federations of groups are the organiza¬ 
tions from w T hich charter groups are 
sought to be derived, several issues under 
the solicitation criteria herein adapted 
from past policy would necessarily arise. 
In such cases, the Board would consider, 
among other things, whether the federa¬ 
tion provides services directly to em¬ 
ployees of several separate organizations 
in a given locality, or is merely a super¬ 
structure tying several individual asso¬ 
ciations together. Factors to be weighed 
w'ould include the relationship of em¬ 
ployees represented by such federation 
to the total population of the area 
covered by the federation, past history 
of joint activities sponsored by the fed¬ 
eration, and whether the federation 
exists only nominally as a means of 
exchanging information, with participa¬ 
tion limited to meetings of representa¬ 
tives of each member group and indi¬ 
vidual membership therein being merely 
a matter of record or form at the most. 

In promulgating other provisions of 
this part, the Board has made some 
minor changes from the-rule proposed 
in the draft release. Thus, to facilitate 
advising a prospective charterer of (1) 
charter prerequisites and (2) the oppor¬ 
tunity to obtain advisory opinions on 
charterworthiness. it is now provided 
that a copy of this regulation shall al¬ 
ways be sent each prospect directly by 


* Thus, if the organization Is participating 
in a scientific convention abroad, the indi¬ 
viduals selected to read papers at the Conven¬ 
tion may be organized into a charter party. 
Or if an international organization is to hold 
a meeting in Europe, delegates elected by 
various chapters in the United States might 
properly be organized into a charter group. 


the carrier concerned. The carrier 
(w'here knowTi) will, of course, receive a 
copy of any advisory opinion requested 
by a charterer. 

The activities of a travel agent re¬ 
garding land tours, where his affiliate 
assists in engaging the aircraft or re¬ 
ceives a remuneration from the carrier, 
have now been limited expressly to 
dealing with the charter group as a 
w hole or with only such individual par¬ 
ticipants as request land tour arrange¬ 
ments different from those available to 
the charter group. This is designed to 
reduce any possible confusion as to the 
permissible scope of a travel agent’s 
activities in relation to charters as 
herein contemplated. 

The proposed rule has also been re¬ 
written to permit parity as between 
commissions paid by different classes of 
carriers to their agents. A carrier sub¬ 
ject to this regulation and authorized 
pursuant to section 416(b) of the act to 
conduct a charter can now pay its agent 
the same commission as that which 
could be paid by the certificated carrier 
serving the route involved; or in the 
alternative five percent of the charter 
price as originally permitted in the pro¬ 
posed rule. 

The ceiling on permissible compensa¬ 
tion to members of a chartering organi¬ 
zation .for actual labor and personal 
expenses incurred by them in organizing 
the charter has been raised from $300 in 
all cases to $500 where charter partici¬ 
pants number more than 80 per round 
trip. This change has been made in 
view r of the trend toward the use of 
larger aircraft and larger charter 
groups entailing more organizational 
work. 


this matter it is also noted that the 
Supplemental Air Carrier Conference 
(SACC) has urged the Board to afford 
supplemental air carriers a similar pre¬ 
emptive right on all applications by 
certificated carriers not authorized to 
serve the route over which a charter is 
proposed to be flown. The Board be¬ 
lieves that SACC has not presented suffi¬ 
cient reasons to warrant the granting of 
such a right at this time. 

Overseas National Airways. Inc. 
(ONA> has submitted a comment asking 
that this regulation or an amended Pol¬ 
icy Statement be formulated to provide 
for the granting of a blanket, seasonal 
exemption upon application by an other¬ 
wise unauthorized carrier. While the 
Board is aware of the administrative ad¬ 
vantages to itself an A the carriers in¬ 
volved that would result from such an 
arrangement, it is not able to find at this 
time that under such an arrangement 
the necessary policing of the transat¬ 
lantic charter business of air carriers not 
holding a scheduled transatlantic pas¬ 
senger authority could be accomplished. 
ONA’s proposal therefore is not being 
adopted. 

This rule is made effective 10 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
inasmuch as it continues substantially 
the provisions of the Board’s 1958 Trans¬ 
atlantic Charter Policy and does not re¬ 
quire major changes in air carriers’ 
practices. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends 
the Economic Regulations <14 CFR Ch. 
II) effective June 26, 1959, by adding 
thereto, a new Part 295. to read as 
follows: 
sec. 


To facilitate the handling of admin¬ 
istrative details by charter carriers it 
has here been provided that a passenger 
manifest be given the carrier by the 
charterer prior to (and not after) the 
flight, and that a manifest be filed with 
the Board by the carrier within 30 
(rather than 10) days subsequent to 
completion of the trip. 

A change has also been incorporated 
in this rule with respect to so-called 
rights of first refusal previously pro¬ 
vided for certificated carriers. In past 
off-seasons (October-May), any carrier 
certificated to carry passengers over the 
route of a proposed charter might seek 
to obtain this business by making an 
offer to the Board to conduct the opera¬ 
tion in place of the carrier applying for 
exemption authority. Upon the Board 
finding the offer sufficient, the exemp¬ 
tion application would be denied. 
Certificated carriers have not availed 
themselves of this opportunity. As a 
practical matter, few pro rata charters 
have been operated dtiring the off- 
months. In view of these considerations 
the Board has decided not to provide the 
above mentioned certificated carriers 
with a specific pre-emptive right of such 
nature any longer. All carriers, of 
course, will continue to have full oppor¬ 
tunity to object to any application for 
exemption authority by virtue of the 
provisions of Part 302 of the Board’s 
Procedural Regulations expressly re¬ 
ferred to herein. In connection with 
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295 34 Statements of charges. 

29535 Passenger manifests. 

Subpcrt B—Provisions Relating »o Single Entity 
Charters 


29540 Application. 

295.41 Tariff to be on file. 

295.42 Terms of service. 

295.43 Commissions paid to travel agents. 

Subpart C—Provisions Relating to Mixed Charters 

295.50 Applicable rules. 


Subpart D—Procedure for Advisory Opinion On 
the Eligibility of a Charterer 

295.60 Advisory opinion. 

§295.1 Applicability. 

This part establishes the requirements 
governing applications for, and oper¬ 
ations under, individual exemption 
orders authorizing the performance of 
charter flights for transatlantic passen¬ 
gers by United States air carriers other 
than carriers certificated to provide un¬ 
limited passenger service over designated 
routes. Each application-will be con¬ 
sidered and passed upon by the Board 
in accordance with the statutory stand¬ 
ards of section 416(b) of the Act. No 
such application shall be processed unless 
filed and submitted in compliance with 
the applicable provisions of this part or 
unless good cause is shown in the appli¬ 
cation for any divergence from such pro¬ 
visions. Operations under any such in¬ 
dividual exemption authorizing the 
performance of any transatlantic pas¬ 
senger charter flight(s) shall be con¬ 
ducted in conformity with the pertinent 
requirements of this part unless other¬ 
wise specifically authorized by the Board. 
The provisions of this regulation shall 
not be construed as limiting any other 
authority to engage in aif transporta¬ 
tion issued by the Board. 

§ 295.2 Definition*. 


As used in this part, unless the con¬ 
text otherwise requires— 

(a> “Charter flight” means trans¬ 
atlantic air transportation performed by 
a direct air carrier where the entire ca¬ 
pacity of one or more aircraft has been 
engaged for the movement of persons 
and their baggage, on a time, mileage or 
trip basis: 


(1) By a person for his own use (in¬ 
cluding a direct air carrier or surface 
carrier when such aircraft is engaged 
solely for the transportation of company 
personnel or commercial passenger traf¬ 
fic in cases of emergency); or 

(2) By a representative (or represent- 
atives aeung jointly) of a group for the 
use of such group (provided no such 
epresentative is professionally engaged 
n the formation of groups for trans¬ 
portation or in the solicitation or sale of 
transportation services). 

V° rata charter” means one for 
tha rl tlle cost thereof is divided among 
the passengers transported. 

fnr C iui S , ingle entit y charter” means one 
tho pi 110 ! 1 tlle cost thereof is borne by 
sentrj! art ?. rer and not by individual pas- 
Ws directly or indirectly, 
whir* f r* lxed charter” means one for 
1 the cost thereof is- borne, or pur- 
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suant to contract may be borne, partly 
by the charter participants and partly 
by the charterer. 

(e) “Person” means any individual, 
firm, association, partnership, or cor¬ 
poration. 

(f) “Travel agent” means any person 
engaged in the formation of groups for 
transportation or in the solicitation or 
sale of transportation services. 

(g) “Charter group” means that body 
of individuals who shall actually par¬ 
ticipate in the charter flight. 

(h) “Charter organization” means 
that organization, group, or other entity 
from whose members (and their immedi¬ 
ate families) a charter group is derived. 

(i) “Immediate family” means only 
the following persons who are living in 
the household of a member of a charter 
organization, namely, the spouse, de¬ 
pendent children, and parents, of such 
member. 

(j) “Bona fide members” means those 
members of a charter organization who 
have not joined the organization merely 
to participate in the charter as the. re¬ 
sult of a solicitation directed to the 
general public. Presumptively, persons 
are not bona fide members of a charter 
organization who are not members at the 
time an application for exemption au¬ 
thority is filed and will not actually have 
been members for a minimum period of 
six months prior to the starting flight 
date. This presumption may be rebutted 
by a proper showing in connection with 
the charter application by the carrier 
involved. 

<k) “Solicitation of the general pub¬ 
lic” means (Da solicitation going beyond 
the bona fide members of an organiza¬ 
tion (and their immediate families), 
such as advertising directed to the gen¬ 
eral public by radio, television, newspa¬ 
per, or magazine, or (2) the solicitation, 
without limitation, of the members of an 
organization so constituted as to ease of 
admission to membership, nature of 
membership, area of residence of mem¬ 
bers, and size of membership, as to be 
in substance more in the nature of a seg¬ 
ment of the public than a private entity. 

§ 295.3 Waiver. 

A waiver of any of the provisions of 
this regulation may be granted by the 
Board upon its own initiative, or upon 
the submission by an air carrier of a 
written request therefor to be submitted 
in conjunction with its charter applica¬ 
tion or subsequent thereto upon good 
cause shown for the delay, provided that 
such a waiver is in the public interest 
and it appears to the Board that special 
or unusual circumstances warrant a de¬ 
parture from the provisions set forth 
herein. 

§ 295.4 Separability. 

If any provision of this part or the 
application thereof to any air trans¬ 
portation, person, class of person, or 
circumstance is held invalid, neither the 
remainder of the part nor the applica¬ 
tion of such provision to other air 
transportation, persons, classes of per¬ 
sons, or circumstances shall be affected 
thereby. 


Subpart A—Provisions Relating to 
Pro Rata Charters 

Requirements Relating to Air Carrier 
Applicants 

§ 295.11 Solicitation anil formation of a 
chartering group. 

(a> A carrier shall not engage, 
directly or indirectly, in any solicitation 
of individuals (through personal con¬ 
tact, advertising, or otherwise) as dis¬ 
tinguished from the solicitation of an 
organization for a charter trip. 

(b) A carrier shall not employ, 
directly or indirectly, any person for the 
purpose of organizing and assembling 
members of any organization, club, or 
other entity into a group to make the 
charter flight. 

§295.12 Prc-lrip notification. 

(a) When a charter flight date is ten¬ 
tatively reserved, the carrier or its agent 
shall inform the prospective charterer 
that the latter may obtain an advisory 
opinion from the Board's staff as to its 
eligibility for charter service. 

(b) Upon a charter flight date being 
reserved by the carrier or its agent, the 
carrier shall provide the prospective 
charterer with a copy of the regulations 
of this part. 1 

(c) In conjunction with its applica¬ 
tion for exemption authority, the car¬ 
rier shall submit a copy of the executed 
charter contract to the Board. Such 
contract shall include a provision that 
the charterer, and any agent thereof, 
shall .only act with regard to the charter 
in a manner consistent with this regula¬ 
tion and that the charterer shall within 
due time submit to the carrier such in¬ 
formation as specified in §§ 295.34 and 
295.35 hereof and submit to each charter 
participant the information identified 
in § 295.34. 

§ 295.13 Application for exemption au¬ 
thority. 

Every proceeding on an application 
filed by an air carrier for exemption 
authority (pursuant to section 416(b) 
of the Act) to conduct a charter flight 
shall be governed by §§ 302.400 to 
302.409 of this chapter (Rules 4P0-409 
of Part 302, of the Board’s rules of prac¬ 
tice) subject, however, to the following 
additional or different provisions: The 
application for exemption authority 
shall be filed with the Board at least 60 
days before the date of the first flight 
under the charter contract. The appli¬ 
cation shall include an attachment 
which shall be in the form of, and which 
shall set forth the information pre¬ 
scribed by, the “Statement of Support¬ 
ing Information”’ annexed hereto and 
made a part hereof. Notwithstanding 
the provisions of § 302.403(b) of this 
chapter (Rule 403(b)), a copy of the 
application need be served only on each 


1 Copies of this part are available by pur¬ 
chase from the Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments, Washington 25. D.C. Single copies 
wiU be furnished without charge on written 
request to the Publications Section, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, Washington 25. D.C. 
a Filed as part of the original document. 
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direct air carrier certificated to provide 
unlimited passenger service to any point 
to which the charter is proposed to be 
flown. 

§ 295.14 Tariffs to he on file. 

At the time an exemption application 
is submitted the carrier shall have on file 
with the Board a tariff showing all its 
rates, fares, and charges for the use of 
the entire capacity of one or more air¬ 
craft in air transportation and all its 
rules, regulations, practices and services 
in connection with the transatlantic pro 
rata charter transportation which it of¬ 
fers to perform. Tariffs filed pursuant 
hereto shall expressly recite that the 
transportation may not be furnished un¬ 
less the Civil Aeronautics Board speci¬ 
fically exempts the air carrier from the 
requirements of section 401 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958. • 

§ 293.15 Terms of service. 

(a) The total charter price and other 
terms of service set forth in the applica¬ 
tion shall conform to those set forth in 
the applicable tariff on file with the 
Board at the time the exemption applica¬ 
tion is filed and the contract must be for 
the entire capacity of one or more air¬ 
craft. Where a carrier’s charter charge 
computed according to a mileage tariff 
includes a charge for ferry mileage, the 
carrier shall refund to the charterer any 
sum charged for ferry mileage, which is 
not in fact flown in the performance of 
the charter provided that the carrier 
shall not charge the charterer for ferry 
mileage flown in addition to that stated 
in the contract unless such mileage is 
flown for the convenience of and at the 
express direction of the charterer. 

(b) The carrier shall require full pay¬ 
ment of the total charter price or the 
posting of a satisfactory bond for full 
payment prior to the commencement of 
the air transportation. 

(c) In the case of a round-trip 
charter, one-w r ay passengers shall not be 
carried except that up to flve percent of 
the charter group may be transported 
one wray where special or unusual cir¬ 
cumstances are shown (for each indi¬ 
vidual involved) in the application for 
exemption authority to conduct the 
charter and the Board approves of such 
transportation. In the case of a charter 
contract calling for two or more round- 
trips. there shall be no intermingling of 
passengers and each plane-load group 
shall move as a unit in both directions 
unless special or unusual circumstances 
are shown in the application for exemp¬ 
tion authority and the Board approves 
thereof. 

§ 295.16 Agent's commission. 

The cdrrier shall not # pay its agent a 
commission or any other benefits directly 
or indirectly, in excess of five percent of 
the total charter price as set forth in the 
carrier’s charter tariff on file with the 
Board, or more than the commission re¬ 
lated to charter flights paid to an agent 
by a carrier certificated to fly the same 
route, whichever is greater. Proof of the 
commission paid by such a carrier shall 
be submitted by the carrier applicant in 
conjunction with its application for ex¬ 


emption in the event such measure 
governs the commission which it will 
pay. Tire carrier shall not pay any com¬ 
mission whatsoever to an agent if the 
agent receives a commission from the 
charterer for the same service. 

§ 293.17 Post flight reporting. 

(a) Within 30 days after the comple¬ 
tion of each one-way or round-trip 
flight, whichever is authorized, a mani¬ 
fest shall be filed by the carrier with the 
Board showing the names and addresses 
of the persons actually transported in 
accord with the carrier’s records and tho 
relationship of each such person to the 
charterer as reported to the carrier pur¬ 
suant to § 295.35. In the case of a round- 
trip flight, the above information must 
be shown for each leg of the flight and 
any variations between the eastbound 
and westbound trips must be explained 
on the manifest. Any deviation from the 
Board’s order of authorization with re¬ 
spect to any one-way or round-trip 
fight shall also be explained on this 
manifest. However, the making of such 
explanation shall not of itself operate as 
authority for or excuse of any deviation 
from the Board’s order.of authorization. 

(b) Within 30 days after completion of 
each one-way or round-trip flight, 
whichever is authorized, a report com¬ 
pleted by the charterer pursuant to 
5 295.34 shall be filed by the carrier with 
the Board showing the charge per pas¬ 
senger transported, and the charterer’s 
total receipts and expenditures. This 
report shall be submitted in the form 
of and contain the above information as 
niore fully specified by, the “Transatlan¬ 
tic Charter—Post Flight Report,” * an¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof. 

(c) The carrter shall promptly notify 
the Board regarding any flights author¬ 
ized by the Board tfiat are later canceled. 

§ 295.18 Prohibition again#! payments 
or gratuities. 

A carrier shall make no payments nor 
extend gratuities of any kind, directly 
or indirectly, to any. member of a char¬ 
tering organization in relation either to 
air transportation or land tours or 
otherwise. 

Requirements Relating to Travel 
Agents 

§ 295.20 Limited activities. 

A travel agent may not assist in the 
organization or assembly of a charter 
group, handle the sale of the air trans¬ 
portation to any individual members of 
a group, or otherwise engage in the ad¬ 
ministration of the charter flight (in¬ 
cluding signing the charter agreement 
for the charterer or collecting or disburs¬ 
ing pro rata shares of participants). 
The agent may arrange land tours for 
a charter group provided he deals with 
the group as a whole. He may deal with 
individual members of a group regard¬ 
ing land tours only under the circum¬ 
stances indicated in § 295.21. While his 
services may be utilized to prepare bro¬ 
chures or other literature describing all 
aspects of the charter trip, the distribu¬ 
tion of such material to individual par¬ 


* Piled as part of original document. 


ticipants must be confined to the hands 
of the charterer. Nothing in this sec¬ 
tion, however, shall prohibit the carrier 
from having a travel agent make dis¬ 
tribution to the charter flight partici¬ 
pants of boarding passes pursuant to 
Warsaw Convention practices. 

§ 295.21 Permissible solicitation, male or 
ticketing of individual participant* 
for hind tours. 


(a) If a travel agent (or person con¬ 
trolled by, controlling, or under common 
control with such travel agent) does not 
assist in the engaging of aircraft for the 
charterer and does not receive any re¬ 
muneration from the carrier in con¬ 
nection with the charter, such agent may 
accept employment by the charterer con¬ 
cerning the land torn* portion of a 
charter trip, solicit for the land tour 
individual members of the charter group 
and receive deposits and conduct ticket¬ 
ing of such individual members with 
respect to the land tour. 

(b) Otherwise, a travel agent may 
only deal with individuals for land tours 
if such persons on an individual basis 
after arranging for charter participation 
request of him land tour arrangements 
different from those available to the 
charter group. 


§ 295.22 Agents who are member# of the 
chartering organization. 


If a travel agent, or officer, director, or 
employee of such an agent, is a member 
of the chartering organization, such 
agent, or officer, director, or employee, 
may not receive, directly or indirectly, 
any commission or other compensation 
with respect either to the charter flight 
or the land torn*. Subject to this prohi¬ 
bition, he may participate in those ac¬ 
tivities. and only those, permitted to 
other travel agents. 

- § 295.23 Prohibition against double 
compensation. 


A travel agent may not receive a com¬ 
mission from both the direct ah* carrier 
and the charterer for the same service, 
nor may he receive directly or indirectly 
any part of the administrative labor cost 
referred to in § 295.33(c). 


§ 293.24 Prohibition against incurring 
obligations. 

A travel agent shall not incur any 
obligation on behalf of a chartering or¬ 
ganization relating to the expenses oi 
solicitation or organization of the indi¬ 
vidual participants in the chartering or¬ 
ganization, w'hether or not it is intend 
for the organization to assume ulti¬ 
mately the obligation incurred. 


§ 295.23 Prohibition against payments 
or gratuities. 

A travel agent shall make no payments 
nor extend gratuities of any kind, 
rectly or indirectly, to any member o 
chartering organization whether in 
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EQUIREMENTS RELATING TO THE CHARTER¬ 
ING Organization 

295.30 Solicitation of charter partici¬ 
pants. 

AS the following terms are definedl m 
295.2. members of the charter = 
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may be solicited only from among the 
bona fide members of an organization, 
club or other entity, and their immediate 
families, and may not be brought to¬ 
gether by means of a solicitation of the 
general public. Charter participants so¬ 
licited without limit from organizations 
or other entities with a total membership 
of more than (a) 20.000 located in a local 
area (except colleges or universities), 

(b) 10.000 located in a single state, or 

(c) 5.000 located throughout the United 
States, shall be considered as solicited 
from the general public. 

§295.31 Passengers on charier flights. 

Only bona fide members of the char¬ 
terer. and their immediate families, may 
participate as passengers on a charter 
flight. Where the charterer is engaging 
round-trip transportation, one-way pas¬ 
sengers shall not participate In the 
charter flight except as provided in 
§295.15<c>. When more than one 
round-trip is contracted for, inter¬ 
mingling between flights or re-forming 
of plane-load groups shall not be per¬ 
mitted and each plane-load group must 
move as a unit in both directions except 
as provided in § 295.15(c). 

§ 295.32 Participation of immediate 
families in charier flights. 

The immediate family of any member 
of a charter organization may partici¬ 
pate in a charter flight if such member 
also participates as a passenger on the 
charter flight. The immediate family 
of such member shall be construed to 
include only the following persons who 
are living in his household, namely, the 
spouse, dependent children, and parents 
of such member. 

§ 295.33 Charter co^ts. 

(a) The costs of charter flights shall 
be pro rated equally among all charter 
passengers, except to the extent that the 
charter application may indicate a lesser 
charge for children under twelve years 
old. In the event there is any other 
unequal division of charges, good cause 
therefor must be shown at the time the 
charter application is filed to obtain a 
waiver of the preceding provision. No 
charter passengers shall be allowed free 
transportation except children under two 
years of age. 

(b> The charterer shall not make 
charges to the charter participants which 
exceed the actual costs incurred in con¬ 
summating the charter arrangements, 
nor include as a part of the assessment 
for the charter flight any chaTge for pur- 
poses of charitable donations. All 
charges related to the charter flight ar¬ 
rangements collected from the charter 
Participants which exceed the actual 
costs thereof shall be refunded to the 
Participants in the same ratio as the 
charges were collected. 

(c) Reasonable administrative costs 
;.°r gar dzing the charter may be di¬ 
ned among the charter participants, 
ucn costs may include a reasonable 
thf 1 ! 6 * or compensation to members of 
e charter organization for actual labor 
^iM? er u 0nal ex P er *ses incurred by them, 
ftsnn cl ? arge shall not exceed $300 (or 
0 where the charter participants 
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number more than 80) per round-trip 
flight. Neither the organizers of the 
charter, nor any member of the char¬ 
tering organization, may receive any 
gratuities or compensation, direct or in¬ 
direct, from the carrier, the travel agent, 
or any organization which provides any 
service to the chartering organization 
whether of an air transportation nature 
or otherwise. 

(d) If the total expenditures, includ¬ 
ing among other items compensation to 
members of the chartering organization, 
referred to in paragraph (c) of this sec¬ 
tion but exclusive of expenses for air 
transportation or land tours, exceed $750 
per round-trip flight, such expenditures 
shall be supported by properly authen¬ 
ticated vouchers to be filed with the 
“Post Flight Report” required pursuant 
to § 295.34. 

§ 295.34 Statements of charges. 

Any announcements or statements by 
the charterer to prospective charter par¬ 
ticipants of the anticipated individual 
charge for the charter shall clearly iden¬ 
tify the portion of the charges to be 
separately paid for the air transporta¬ 
tion, for the land tour, and for the ad¬ 
ministrative expenses of the charterer. 
Within 15 days after completion of each 
one-way or round-trip flight, whichever 
is authorized, the charterer shall com¬ 
plete and supply to each charter partici¬ 
pant and the air carrier involved a de¬ 
tailed report showing the charge per pas¬ 
senger transported and the charterer’s 
total receipts and expenditures. This re¬ 
port shall be submitted in the form of, 
and contain such information including 
the above as more fully specified by, the 
“Transatlantic Charter—Post Flight Re¬ 
ports” 5 annexed hereto and made a part 
hereof. 

§ 295.35 Passenger manifests. 

Prior to each one-way or round-trip 
flight whichever is authorized, a mani¬ 
fest shall be filed by the charterer with 
the air carrier showing the names and 
addresses of the persons to be trans¬ 
ported and the relationship of each such 
person to the charterer. In the case of 
a round-trip flight, the above informa¬ 
tion must be shown for each leg of the 
flight and any variations between the 
eastbound and westbound ’.rips must be 
explained on the manifest. 

Subpart B—Provisions Relating to 
Single Entity Charters 
§ 295.40 Application. 

An application by a direct air carrier 
to conduct a single entity charter shall 
be filed with the Board at least 30 days 
prior to commencement of the charter 
flight, unless good cause for a later filing 
is shown in the application. The appli¬ 
cation shall be submitted pursuant to 
§ 302.3 of this chapter (Board’s rules 
of practice in Economic Proceedings). 
The application, furthermore, shall in¬ 
corporate an attachment in the form of, 
and which sets forth the information 
specified by, the Statement of Supporting 
Information 2 annexedTiereto and made 
a part hereof. 


3 Filed as part of original document. 
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§ 295.41 Tariff to lie on file. 

The direct air carrier shall have a cur¬ 
rently effective tariff on file with the 
Board prior to flight which discloses all 
the rates, fares and charges for the use 
of the entire capacity of one or more 
aircraft in air transportation and all its 
rules, regulations, practices and services 
in connection with the transatlantic 
single entity charter transportation 
which it offers to perform. 

§ 295.42 Terms of service. 

The tbtal charter price and other terms 

of service set forth in the application 
shall conform to those set forth in the 
applicable tariff filed in accordance here¬ 
with and the contract shall be for the en¬ 
tire capacity of one or more aircraft. 

§ 295.43 Commissions paid to travel 
agents. 

No direct air carrier shall pay a travel 
agent any commission in excess of five 
per cent of the total charter price or 
more than the commission related to 
charter flights paid to an agent by a 
carrier certificated to fly the same route, 
whichever is greater. Proof of the com¬ 
mission paid by such a carrier shall be 
submitted by the carrier applicant in 
conjunction with its application for ex¬ 
emption in the event such measure 
governs the commission which it will 
pay. 

Subpart C—Provisions Relating to 
Mixed Charters 
§ 295.50 Applicable rules. 

The rules set forth in Subpart A of 
this part shall apply in the case of mixed 
charters. 

Subpart D—Procedure for Advisory 

Opinion on the Eligibility of a 

Charterer 

§ 295.60 Advisory opinion. 

At any time prior to the filing of. an 
application pursuant to this part, an air 
carrier or prospective charterer may re¬ 
quest an advisory opinion from the Bu¬ 
reau of Air Operations, Civil Aeronautics 
Board. Washington 25, DC., regarding 
the eligibility of the prospective char¬ 
terer to obtain charter service in accord¬ 
ance with this regulation. The Bureau’s 
opinion’ will be based on the representa¬ 
tions submitted and shall not be binding 
upon the Board. Such representations 
should include as much of the informa¬ 
tion specified by section B, Part II. of the 
Statement of Supporting Information 
annexed to this regulation as is available 
to the person requesting the advisory 
opinion. 

Note: The reporting requirements con¬ 
tained herein have been approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget in accordance with the 
Federal Reports Act of 1942. / 

(Sec. 204(a), 72 Stat. 743. 49 U.S.C. 1324. 
Interpret or apply sec. 416(b) . 72 Stat. 771, 49 
U.S.C. 1386) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Acting Secretary. 

| F.R. Doc. 69-5002; Filed, June 16. 1959; 

8:45 a.m.j 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


PART 609- 


Chapter III—Federal Aviation Agency 

(Reg. Docket 18; Arndt. 121 \ 

-STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Alterations 


The new and revised standard instrument approach procedures appearing hereinafter are adopted to become effective 
and/or canceled when indicated in order to promote safety. The revised procedures supersede the existing procedures of 
the same classification now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the revised 
procedures specify the complete procedure and indicate the changes to the existing procedures. Compliance with the notice, 
procedures, and effective date provisions of section 4 of the Administrative Procedure Act would be impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest, and therefore is not required. 

Part 609 is amended as follows: . . 

1. The low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in § 609.100(a) are amended to read in part: 

LFR Sta.vdard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radinls ore magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are in n&mlraj 

miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are In statute miles. ^ ... . , ... . , . 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above typo is conducted at the below named airport. It shall be In accordance wit li the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a ditlercnt procedure for such airport authorised by the Administrator of th«* federal Aviation Agency Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for cn route operation in the particular area or as set forth below'. 


----- y -" 

Transition 

Ceiling 

; and visibility mlnimbm: 

s 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne or less 

More thitn 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

G5 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

A ItUTIPtlll ** IT** 

ABQ-LFR . 

Direct. 

esfiflo 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

I'rr ilt i KM /Final) 

ABQ- LFR . 

Direct. ... 

0000 

C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-iH 

A ItO VOR 

ABQ-LFR . 

Direct. 

8000 

S-dU-R-35. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn W side S ers, 175° Outhnd, 355° Inbnd, 7000' within 10 mi. (Nonstand. due to high terrain E side.) 

Minimum altitude over facility on finuUpproach ers, 0000'. 

UdsuaJi authorltod landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished within 2.6mlmake 

X ers ABO LFR to Alameda MHwor, when directed by ATC, (1) make left climbing turn, climb to 8000' ou 260° cars direct to ABQ VOK, (2) turn left and climb to WOO' 
on W ers ABQ LFR within 20 miles, (3) aircraft will I* vectored to MEA In accordance with approved nidar patterns. 

Caution: Terrain exceeding 8000' in E quadrants; make all turns on W side of North & South courses of LFR. 

City. Albuquerque; Slate, N. Mei.; Airport .VMM, Kirtland AFB/MON; F.totr.. MM'; Kao. Class. SBRAZ; Ideut., ABQ: Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 9; Eff. Bate. (July ». 
' Sup. Arndt. No. 8; Dated, 7 Mar. 50 


T~dn. 

C~dn_ 

A-dn.. 


300-1 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

800-2 


200 -H 
800-2 


Shuttle To: 4200' on South side of Northwest ers. 276° Ontbnd. 006° Inbnd. within 25 mi. 

Procedure turn 8 side NW ers, 276° Outhnd. 090° Inbnd, 2700' within 10 miles. N A beyond 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2300'. 

If*vfii wntart iwt established uj>on descent to authorired lauding minimum* or If landing not accomplished within 0.0 miles, climb to 0400' on SE ers North*.)y Id 1 
within 25 miles. ** % 


- 



T-d. 

500-2 

500-2 




T-n. 

NA 

NA 




C-d. 

700-2 

700-2 




C-n_-_.... 

NA 

NA 




A-d. 

800-2 

800-2 



— 

A-n_ 

NA 

NA 








500-2 

NA 

700-2 

NA 

800-2 

NA 


Procedure turn S side 8W ers. 178° Outhnd, 358° Inbnd. 1500' within 10 miles. 
Minimum altitude over facility on final amiroach ers, 1000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to Seodrome. 355®—13.8 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to aut horized landing minimunis 


r if landing not accomplished within 0 miles after passing Sitka LFR, turn kit and clirub 


t0 ' note: If at^y U^meanSwuStt^S^tact visual referenreto surface can procodur0 * 

Caution: High terrain E of NE crffwlthin 9.5 miles Sitka LFR. High terrain N of crs within 13 miles Sitka LF R. . t . t Juh & 

City. Sitka; State, Alaska; Airport Name, Sitka Harbor (Seaplane); Kiev.. O' (Tidewater); Fac. Class, SBRAZ; Ident., SIT; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 5; EtT. h\U\ 

Sup. Arndt. No. 4; Dated, 13 Aug. 55 


Yuma VOR.. 


YumaLFR. 


Direct- 


3000 ' 


T-dn. 

C-dn.. 

A-dn.. 



300-1 

300-1 


500-1 

500-1 

.. 

800-2 

800-2 


200-4 

500-14 

800-2 


Procedure turn W side N crs. 346° Outhnd, UST>° Inbnd. 3000' w ithin 10 miles. 
Minimum altitude over facility on flnal approach crs, 2000'. 


Minimum auiume over uu-imj uu U |tj»tuauj t 

to authorized .audit* mtatmnm* or If landing not accomplished within 5.0 mile., climb to 2000' on Sets of LFR wiibln^ 

City Yuma; State, Arir.; Airport Name, MCAAS/MunidptU; Kiev., 213'; Fac. Class. SBMRAZ; Ideut., YUM; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 6; LIT. Date, 4 July . - 
J No. 5; Dated, 9 July 55 
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2. The automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 609.100(b) are amended to read in part: 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, leadings, eourwr and radios are magnetic. Elevations And altitudes arc In feet M8L. Ceilings are In feot above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which nre in statute miles. 1U 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport. it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
'fs an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such alr|>ort authorised by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 

i mruta nver unecified routes. M Inf inrnn nlHtmVs cliull with Hw-.v,, .... _ _ .. . 


tmlrss 


shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall corrcspoud with those established for en route operation in the particular urea or as set forth below. 



Transition 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

allitudo 

(feet) 

Fairbanks LFR.... 

LOM... 

Direct 

4000 

4000 

4000 

4000 

2300 

4000 

4000 

4000 

4000 

Wood River 

LOM. 

Direct. 

Chena Int..—.... 

LOM... 

Direct 

Alder RBn...___ ___ 

LOM. 

Direct....... ...... 

Fox RBn.. 

LOM. 

Direct............. 

Fairbanks LFR_........... ............ 

Fox RBn. 

Direct 

Wood River Int........_ 

Fox RBn..... 

Direct 

Chena Int....... 

Fox RBn. 

Direct_.......... 

Alder RBn...... 

Fox RBn. 

Dlfeet 





Celling and visibility minimums 


Condition 


T-dn..., 

C-dn®.. 

S-dn-19. 

A-dn.... 


2 -englno or less 

65 knots 

More than 

or less 

65 knots 

300-1 

300-1 

400-1 

500-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-2 


More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


200-4 

500-14 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar Terminal Transitional Altitudes: 000-300° within 10 ml. 4000'; 098°-250®, 10-25 ml. 4000'; 250°-098°. 10-20 mi 6000' 

Procedure turn W sido of N cm, 009° Outbnd. 189° Inbnd, 3000' within 5 mi of LOM; *•4000' within 15 mi of Fox-RBn * 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2300'. 

Cra and distance, facility to airport, 189®—5.8 mi. 

If vimalrentact not established upon descent to authorircd landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 5.8 miles after passing LOM, turn left, climb to 2400'. 
proceeding direct to FAI-LF R, then on E ers (060°) to Chena Int or, as directed by ATC, climb to 4000' on S ers 1LS within 20 mi 
•All maneuvering East of airport: 800' terrain within 14 mi West of airport rising to 1000' within 2 mi. 

••Caution: Do not descend below 4000' until past Fox-RBn inbnd on final approach. 

City Fairbanks; State, Alaska; Airport Name, Fairbanks IntT; Kiev.. 434'; Far. Class, LOM; Ident., FA; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 4; Eff. Date. 4 Julv 59 * Sud Arndt Vo 3 

(ADF portion of Comb. LLSrADF); Dated, 21 Dec. 57 ’ v * 


T-dn... 

C-dn... 

S-dn- 11 ... 
A-dn..,__ 


300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

500-14 

50O-1 

500-14 

800-2 

800-2 


200-4 

600-14 

500-14 

800-2 


Smil WhCn dirCCted by ATC ' SE 013 AKX - LFR Ul * 0utbnd - 2910 Inbud - 20 miles. 


Minimum altitude over AKN-LFK on final approach ers, 700'. 
Crsnnd distance, facility to airport. 111 ®— 1.1 tni. 


«(“n S?!mon d | W FR in U LFR ’ C,imb * «"* « « 

.CUy, Kiny Saimop; State. Alaska; Airport P "** d “"> N '°- >- A ” dt - * « ** « Sup. Arndt. No. 


Excelsior Int, 

FOT-VOR. 

a paui int.:_ 

M8P-LFR.I. 

MSP-VOR.. 

All sectors of radar site within 20 miles 


LOM...;. 

Direct 

2300 
2300 
2300 
2300 
2500 
• 2500 

T-dp 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 


LOM.‘ 

Direct____ 

C-dn_, ,,. 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

LOM. 

Direct.I 

S-dn-4 

LOM. 

Direct.. 

A-dn 

LOM.. 

R-l as 


LOM.. 

As directed by 
ATC. 









200-M 

500-14 

400-1 

800-2 


. »«****» «« ers, jiv wuiuna, iwa lnunu. zsuu wicnm to mi. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers IS 00 '. 
br* and distance, facility to airport. 039°—4.5 mi. 

tonL^wUhto20 n mtiS tttbllSbe ” Up0n deswnt lo rtuthorifCd tending mininmms or if landing not accomplished within 4.5 mi after passing LOM, climb to 2500' on ers 03u® 

City, Minneapolis; Stato, Minn.; Airport Name, Minneapolis-St. ruul international; Kiev., 840'; Fuc. Class. LOM; Ident., MI; Procedure No. 2 , Arndt Orig • Eff Dote 

4 July 59 


TAP LFR. 

pie vo r. 

Rxlar Terminal Area Transitioii Altitude*. 


LOM. 

Direct. _ 

1500 

1300 

*1.500 

T-dn 

300-1 
400-1 
400-1 
S 00-2 

300-1 

500-1 

4001 

800-2 

LOM. 

Direct. . _ 

C-dn 

Radar Site.... 

Within 25 mi . 

S-dn-17 



A-dn. 






200-4 
500-14 
400-1 
800 2 


Mawnl ^ ! '' 5lde of a* 8 . 349° Outbnd. 160° Inbnd, 1300' within 10 mi. 

fc!™?® altitude over facility on final approach ers, 800'. 

I f *v k * * d ^ * U1 w ’ fAcilit > T to airport, 109°—4.7 mi. 
inlertent ^/^r^L n0t 5^o lb * ,M ‘ ( “HEP® d<0 ® ent to authorised landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.7 miles, turn right clLmblng lo 1500' on ers 0 f "70® 
•?K! 0C f ( ‘ d 2* 220 wlthin 20 raI w,v?n dlwotod »>y ATO, turn right, climb to 150CF on ers of 270° from TPA LFR. “ K 

of airport. niF01 mus *’ WOO* clearance when wilhin 3 miles or 500' clearance when between 3-5 miles of radio towers 801' M Str 19.5 ml ESE and 1135' MSL 23 ml ESE 

c Uy. St. Petersburg; State, Fla.;. Airport Name, St. Petersburg Clearwater IntT; Kiev., 10'; Fac. Class, LOM; Ident., PI; Procedure No. 1. Arndt, Orig.; Eff Date. 4 Julv 50- 

Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 4 July 59 











































































































4914 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


3. The very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.100(c) are amended to read in part: 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet M8L. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in wiutlnu 

miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. , , ........ . . . 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach Is conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shallbe made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with thoso established for en route operation in the particular urea or as set forth below. 


Transition 


From— 


ABQ LFR. 


To— 


ABQ-VOR. 


Course and 
distance 


Direct. 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Celling and visibility mini mu ms 


Condition 


T-dn. 

CxL. 

C~iu. 

S-d-8.— - 

8-n-8. 

A-dn. 


2-cngine or less 

More than 
2-englne, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

300-1 

300-1 

300-4 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-14 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-2 

1000 2 

1000 1 

1200-2 

1200-2 

1300-2 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 257° Outbnd, 077° Inbnd, 8000' within 10 nil. (All turns to be made on N side of era, restricted area to South.) 

Minimum altitude over facility on ftnal^approach ers, GGOO'. 

I /visual eonUict 0 nofcs^l ishtt ]upon desccut To authorised landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 9.6 mi, make left cHmldng tiini, climt» to 800iy on 300* 
m direct lo ABO VOR or, when directed bv ATC, (1) turn right and climb to 7000' on N ers A BQ Lh R to ABQ LF R; (2) turn right, climb to 7000 oil lift ers to ABq LOU; 
(3) turn lcftclimh to 8000' on N ers ABQ LFR to Alameda MHW; (4) aircraft will be vectored to MBA in accordance with approved radar patterns. 

{ ) caution; Terrain exceeding 8000' in E quadrants ABQ LFR. All turns to be made W of North A South courses of LFR and localizer course. 

City Albuquerque; State, N. Mex.; Airport Name, Klrtland AFB/Mun.; Kiev., 5352'; Fac. Class. BVOR; Idem.. ABQ; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 7; Eff. Date, 4 July 8np. 

\ Arndt. No. 6; Dated, 7 Mar. 69 


(a i . . Vvais X U D 

UBS-VOU . 

Direct . . 

1500 

T-dn. ^ 

300-1 

300-1 

300-4 





C-dn. 

6(X>-1 

500-1 






A-du#.. .. 

»0D-2 

800-2 

$00-2 


Procedure turn 8 side of ers. 275° Outbnd. 096° Inbud, 1700' within 1ft mi. Beyond 10 mi N A. 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 900*. 


I/visual (ImtacTno^clta^ descent reauthorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within ft.7 mf, climb to 1700' on ers of 095° within 1*0 ml. 

Air Carrier Note: Procedure may be authorized for air carriers having approval of their arrangement for weather service at thfs airport. 

♦Alternate usage authorized for air carriers only. 

City, Columbus; State, Miss.; Airport Name. Columbus Lowndes County; F.lov., 186'; Fac. Class, BVOR; Ident., UBS; Procedure^. 1, Arndt. Prig.; Eff. Date, 4 July V» 


Yuma LFR. 


Vlima VOR 

Direct..... 

3000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 




O-dn. 

600-1 

500-1 


•* 


S-dn-17. 

400-1 

400-1 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


200-4 
.•MM r i 
400-1 
8002 


Procedure turn W side of ers. 347* Outbnd. 167° Inbnd, 3000' within 10 miles. _ 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2000\ 

H to auttK.ri 7 .cl lomllng minimum, or If loading not aocompltefed within rt.2 mites. climb to 200V on R-l«7 within 15 mite of 

VOR. 

City, Yuma; State. Aril.; Airport Marne.MCAAS/A1 uniclpal;Kiev..213': Kae. Claw,.BVOR; Idem., YUM; Procedure No. t, Arndt. 4; Kff. Dale. 4 July »i Sup. Arndt No. 

oj L/JiIjmI, 9 July fto 

4. The terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.200 are amended to read in part: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Hearings, headings, courses and radials are mognettc. Elevations and altitudes are In feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautlcs 
m %r n 'tes&m™^ named airport, it sba.l bo In acoonlance with 

unleiwanapmwSfs'SSIductcdln accordance with a difTerent procedure for such airport authoris ed by tlx, Administrator o thoFederal Avlatlon -4ge. InUW api-roacw 
sluill be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation In the particular area or as set fort__ 


Transition 


From— 


•Stanne Int (Final).. a. 


To- 


BDR-VOR. 


Course and 
distance 


Direct. 


Minimum 

altitudo 

(feet) 


#000 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 



2-engine or less 

More than 
2 -engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

Moro than 
65 knobs 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-34. 

C-dn# . 

600-1 

600-1 

000-1*3 

k i -1 

s-fin-tij _ _ 

600-1 

600-1 

ttlrl 

uiwi q 

A-dn ..._ 

800-2 

800-2 

fair* 






on BDR-VOB B- 0 .V. within 


Procedure turn South side of era, 245° Outbnd, 066° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles of BDR-VOR. 

Minimum altitude until over Stanne Int* on final approach ers, #700. 

Crs and distance, Stanne Int* to airport, 065° — 4.0 mi. 

t’rs and distance, breakoff point to approach end of Rnwy, 067*—0.3 ini. , ... ,, mK ,»lavi' 

If visual contact not established uixra descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile, clitnb to 1 n 

10 miles. 

♦If Stanne InUifrm^reOBlvedftoOintain 700' over BDR-VOR (minimums of 700-lK will apply). Minimums of 600 feet apply to Dual V OK equipped mu i ^ ^ ^ 
City, Bridgeport; State, Conn.; Airport Name, Bridgeport; Kiev., O'; Fac. Class, VOR; Went., BDR; Procedure No. TerVOR-0, Amdt. orig., KiT. 
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Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 



Transition 



Ceiling 

; and visibility minimum 

s 



Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


Engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

From— 

To- 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


t 



T-dn..!. 

3(XM 

300-1 

200-H 
700-1 H 
700-1 


. - 



O-dn*. 

S-dn-24*. 

700-1 

700-1 

700-1 

700-1 





A-dn*_ _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


procedure turn # East side of ers, 049° Outbnd, 229° Inbnd, 1600' within 10 miles of BDR VOR. 

Minimum altitude until over BDR-LFR (Z) on final approach ers, *1000'. 

Cr« and distance, BDR-LFR (Z) to Airport, 229°—3,2 ml. 

Crs :»nd distance, breakoff point to approach end of mwy, 237°—0.3 ml. 

\»m* Contact Westchester Approach Control for ATC clearance. 

H visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minhmuns or if landing not accomplished w ithin 0.0 miles, make a climbing left turn and climb to 1600* 
on R-(W within 10 miles of BDR-VOR. 

•If "Z" marker not revived, maintain 1000' over BDR-VOR (minlmums of 1000-2 will apply). 
fNonstandard to avoid obstructions. 


City, Bridgeport; State, Conn.; Airport Name, Bridgeport; Elev., O'; Fac. Class* VOR; Idcnt., BDR; Procedure No. TorVOR-24. Arndt. Orig.; EfT. Date, 4 July 59 


Ftinson Rotich frit -r _,_ 

BFO-TVOR . 

Direct.. 

2500 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

•200-»4 

UIrhrnoruf \ II K lilt 

8FO-TVOR . 

Direct . 

2500 

C-dn. 

500-1 

noo-i 

goo- if t k 

AICJ1IUUMU i 11 a *ui - ••••••• •••• • • 

AGW VOR_ _ ------ 

8FO-TVOR . 

Direct. 

2500 

S-dn-luL_ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

fjffnont PVf-HW.~ _^_ 

SFO-TVOR... 

Direct_ 

2500 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

OAK VOR .-.. ... 

Int R-229 OAK and U-014 8FO TVOR 

Direct...,_ 

1000 





Int R-229 OAK and R-01TSFO TVOR_ 

SFO TVOR (Final). 

Direct_..... 

400 





OAK VOR 

SFO TVOR. 

Direct..... 

2500 














Aircraft may be vectored to final approach radial In accordance with patterns approved for radar approach. 

Procedure turn E side 014° Outbnd, 194° Inbnd, or teardrop type 039" Outbnd, 194° Inbud, 1000* within 5 miles. 

Beyond 5 mi <N of AQW 301 R1 NA. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 400'. 

Cw and distance from break-off point to npp end of rnwy 19L. 190-0.7. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minlmums or If landing not accomplished within 0 miles, make Immediate loft climbing turn to 2000* 

on R-101 within 10 miles. 

Note: Circling minlmums do not provide standard clearance W and SW of airport. 

•300-1 required for takeoff runway I9L-R. 

City, San Francisco: State, Calif.; Airport Name. International; Kiev., IP; Fue. Class, TVOR; blent., SFO; Procedure No. TerVOR-19L, Arndt. 5; EAT. Date. 4 July 59; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 4; Dated, 5 Apr. 58 


5. The instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 609.400 are amended to read in part: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radiats arc magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet M8L. Ceilings arc in feel above airport elevation. Distances ore In nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities >vhieh are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type ts conducted at tlic below named airport. It shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach Is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
ihjiil be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below'. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minlmums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-cngine. 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Aden Int___ 

North Int* __ _ 

Direct.... 

8000 

7000 

8000 

8000 

T-dn_...... 

iiiili 

inns 

200-J4 

500-IH 

500-2 

500-1 

500-2 

800-2 

Weik-r Int___...... 

North Int (Final) _ 

Direct. 

C —d. 

C-n... 

Peralta Int___ 

North lilt_ _ 

Direct__ 

Direct___ 

South Inf_ 

North lilt_....___ _ 

S-d-17. 




g-n-17. 

A-dn.. 


Procedure turn W side of N ers 350® Outbnd; 170° Inbnd, 8000' within 10 mi of North Iut. 

Minimum altitude over North Int. on final approach—7000'. 

No glide slope. 

Cour** and distance, North Int. to airport: 170°—0.0. 

If visual contact not established npon descent to authorized landing minlmums or If landing not accomplished within 0.0 miles after passing North Int.,-climb straight 
Jbcad to 7000' to ABQ LFR or. when directed by ATO. (1) climb straight ahead to 7000' on ABC) ILS localizer to ABQ LOM; (2) make right climbing turn, climb to 
ewr on 260° ers direct to ABQ VOR; (3) aircraft will be vectored to MEA In accordance with approved radar patterns. 

Lxi tion: Terrain exceeding 8000* E of ILS localizer; all turns to be made W of ers. 
aotk: This procedure authorized only for aircraft equipped with ILS and VOR receivers. 

,VN ers ABQ ILS and R-044 ABQ VOR. 

8 era ABQ ILS and R-147 ABQ VOR. 

City, Albuquerque; State, N. Mex; Airport Name. Kirtlnnd AFD/MUN.; Elcv., 5352'; Fac. Class, ILS; blent., I ABQ; Procedure No. ILS-17, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 4 July 

59; Sup. Aiudt. No. Orig.; Dated, 11 Apr. 59 
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ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—C ontinued 


Transition 

Ceiling 

: and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitudo 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-cngltir, 
more thun 
65 knot! ' 

G5 knots 
or less 

More than 
05 knots 

A IhiiniinniiiB I. T R 

LOM . 

Direct. 

7000 

T-dn_1. 

300-1 

300-1 

500-1M 

A Ihivfitinrnnp VOR 

LOM . . 

Direct.. 

7000 

t'-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

ll'll* Jill l ’{IB • v/ Ik . • - M • • • • * 

A 1 f 11 fvpi V ore A 1 J() I T ^4 \ 

LOM . 

Direct_..... 

8000. 

- S-dn-35. 

200-H 

200-} 4 

2otMf 

A Mill IIll III A W3 ADy, A Ui- / --- - - - 

IW llfil Int-FM - - 

LOM (Final) ... 

Direct. 

0400 

A-<ln. 

000-2 

000-2 

600-2 

IVififnr Tnt __ 

LOM.-. 

Direct. 

7000 





k'trflnnH ftif _ _ 

LOM ..a.. 

Direct. 

7000 





int iHiii i/ a lit) VOH nnrl TLfi S ers 

LOM .< . 

Direct. 

7000 





IIll U18I IV A IAS/ i V IWIU I DD o via- 

int 107 U a Ro Vftll and ILS S ers 

LOM . 

Direct_ 

7000 





ii,.i..,, VfITW 

Peralta Int__....... 

Direct. 

7000 





•South Int (via S ers ABQ Loc.).- 

LOM... 

Direct_ 

7000 





C|\iii It V t i f 

IVralla Int/FM___^___ 

Direct. 

8000 





I i Java VOH 

South Int... 

Direct. 

8000 





MitAtiuv' Tnt 

Roundhouse Int .. 

Direct. 

12,000 





tt/| iimii«cav Inf 

Belen MIIW ... 

Direct__ 

H0«K) 





Int _ 

Helen MlllV..'. 

Direct. 

8TH)0 





D’tlins Tnt . .. 

LOM.-. 

Direct... 

8000 














Procedure turn W side S ere. 170° Outbnd. 350° Jnbnd, 7000' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude at G.8. int inbnd 8W0\ . 

U visual contact not wtabi'isbed upoiMlVsiviiV 1 toauthorised landing minlmums or if landing not accomplished make:a left dimijitjg turn, climb «o S*W on N cr> ABQ 
LFK to Alameda MIIW or. when directed by A l t’. (l» make lift climbing turn, climb to 8000' on ‘it 10° ere direct to ABQ \ OH, (2) turn left and climb to StW on \\ rrs ABQ 
LFU within 20 miles, (3) aircraft will 1 h* vectored to MEA lu accordance with approved radur i Kit terns. 

Caution: Terrain exceeding 8000* R of ILS localizer—ull turns to be made VV of localizer ere. 

•Int R-t 17 ABQ VOU and ABQ ILS South ers. 

Fac. Class, ILS; Went.. ABQ; Procedure No. ILS-35, Arndt. 15; Efl. Date. I July 


>r IV VU AiUlUUUlt HI U 11 VI f IMIM 1 uiic\wi ' • \ • • •••'•". , . \7« . i • 

Fit within 20 miles, (3) aircraft will be vectored to M FA in accordance a ith approved radar 
Caution: Terrain exceeding SOOtF R of ILS localizer -all turns to be made W of localizer i 
•Int R-147 ABQ VOH and ABQ ILS South ere. 

City. Albuquerque; Slate, N. Mex.; Airport Name, Klrtland AFB'VICN.: Kiev., 5352': Fac. Class ILS; I« 
' ,W; Sup. Arndt. No. 14; Dated, 7 Mar. 5U 


Fairbanks LFH. 

Wood River Int... 

Chon a Int___--— 

Abler KBu.. 

Fox KBu. 

Fairbanks LFH__ 

Wood River Ini. 

Chenu Int.—. 

Alder KBn. 


I,OM . 

Direct. 

4000 

T-<ln. 

30TF1 

309-1 

I<OM .. ____ 

Direct 

4(XM) 

C-dn*.. 

400-1 

• 500-1 

Ln VI 

Direct. 

1«)0t) 

S-dn-19. 

200-4 

200-4 

LOM 

Direct... 

4IKN) 

A-dn. 

000-2 

600-2 

LO M . ..;. 

Direct. 

3000 




Fov RBn . 

Direct... 

4000 




Fox RBn . 

Direct. 

4000 




Fax RHii _ 

Direct. 

4000 




Fox RBn . 

Direct. 

4000 





200 -S 

300-14 

200-4 


Radar Terminal Transitional Altitudes: 000-360°, 4000' within 10 ml; 09S°-250°. 4000 within 10-25 ini; 250°-4)98® SOW within 10-20 miles. 

rCula™mwS5 N <ts. <x»* Ootbnd, isr ... 3000' within 5 mik-sof LOM; < 000 — within IS ml of hm Him. 

Minimum Altitude at G.S. int inbnd. 3001/. 


if 1 vlNUii^ contiict^iot l^li^l^Vpon a^so«‘V»V"Triivlirik mlntmuins or if landing not accomplished turn left, climb to 2400'. proceeding direct to FA! I.FR, ^ 
then on K era (060°) to Chena Int or, as directed by ATC, climb to 1009 on S ere ILS within 20 ml. 

•All maneuvering East of ainjort: 800 / terrain within I* i mi West of nirjtort rising to luOO within 2 ml. 

••Caution: Do not desoeud below 4000' until past Fox RBn Inbound on final approach. 

City. Fairbanks; State, Alaska; Alritort Name. International: Kiev.. 434 ; Fac Cla^. ILS; Went.. I-FAI: ProtxMlurc No. ILS-10. Arndt. 4; EfT. Date, i July 59; Sup. Arndt. 

* No. 3 (ILS |w»rtion of Couib. ILS-ADI); Dated 21 Dec. 57 


T-dn. 

C-dn. 

S-dn-ll_. 

A-dn. 


300-1 

3f»-1 1 

500-1 

509-1! i 

300-1 

:KX)-I I 

600-2 

000-2 


200-4 

5UH4 

;*io-i 

000-2 


Shi-tti K* NW ers AKN-LFR 291® Outbnd. Ill 0 Inbnd, 1200' within 20 miles or. when directed by ATC, SE ers AKN-LFR 111® Outbnd,291® Inbnd.4500 wltiun'JDmi 
Procedure turn S sblo NW its. 291° Outbnd. 111° Inbnd, 1200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum ultltudo at G.S. int inbnd, 1200 . ,,.. , rn . . e , , . \r v » \t\i , xmv o/» 

No Outer Marker. Altitude of O.S. and distance to approach end of Rnwy at A KN-LFR. 4t*8 —1.1 ml,, at K N -LM M . 290 -u.a . 11 s within 2M mile 

. * -* -»authorize:! landing minimum# or if landing not accomplished climb to 4500 on bh ers Kin*, salmon ii. 


If visual contact not established ui>on descent to 
. when directed by ATC, climb to 1500' on SW ers King Salmon LFH 
Note: MV-SE erses King Salmon LFK arc aligned with N -SE I Lb 


rS erses. LFR serves as LOM. 


City. King Salmon; State, Alaska; Airport Name. King Salmon; Kiev.. 52'; Fuc. Class. ILS; IdenU I AKX; Procedure No. 1LS-I1, Arndt. 1, EfT. Dak. \ - 1 

Anuit. No. Orig. ixwtlon of Comb. ILs-ADF), Dated, 2 July a5 


Excelsior Int...... 

FOT-VOR.#..~. 

Sf. Paul Int.. 

MSP VOR. 

MSP LFK. 

Int IMIM localizer and KOT VOR R-298. 
All sectors of nidut site within 20 mi. 


LOM.... 

Direct.. 

2300 

T-dn... 

309-1 

LOM ” . 

Direct.. 

2300 

C-<ln.._. 

500-1 

LOM 

Direct_ 

2300 

S-dti-4. 

20tVfs 

LOM 

K-1R5.. 

2500 

A-dn. 

600-2 

LOM 

Direct. 

2:400 



LOM (Final) . 

039®—0.9.. 

2200 



lom.;. 

As directed by 

2500 




ATC. 





300-1 
500-1 
200 -] 
600-2 


GMO-2 


Procedure turn South side of ers, 219° Outbnd, 039° Inbnd, 2.W within 10 ml. 

Minimum altitude at G.S. Int. inbnd, 2200'. , vrvf r 

Altitude of G.S. and distance to approach end of Runway at OM, 2203 — 4.a ml. at M M, 1032 — O.Omt. vv w |t|ifn 20 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mini mums or if landing not accomplished climb to 2500' on N K or. I 

City. Minneapolis; State, Minn.; Airport Name, Minneapolis-St. Paul International; Kiev., 840'; Fac. Class, ILS; Ident., I-M1M; Procedure No. II- *• Ain 1 

Date, 4 July 59 


FIff. 
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Wednesday, June 17, 1959 


6 . The radar procedures prescribed in § 609.500 are amended to read in part: 

Radar Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearing*, headings, courses and radial* are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet, M3L. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which are iu statute miles. 

If a radar instrument approach is conducted at thcbelownamedaiiport.it shall be in accordance with the following instrument procedure, unless an approach is conducted 
io accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches shall be made over specified 
unites. Minimum altitude(s) shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. Positive identification must 1 m* estate 
hdifd with the radar controller. Prom initial contact with radar to final authorized landing mini mums. the Instructions of the radar controller are mandatory except when 
(A) visual contact is established on final approach at or before descent to the authorized landing minimum*, or (B) at pilot’s discretion if it appears desirablo to discontinue 
the approach, except whe.n the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final approach, a missed approach shall t*e executed os provided Inflow when (A) communication 
on final approach is lost for more than 5 seconds during a precision approach, or for more than 30 seconds during a surveillance approach; (JB) directed by radar controller; <C) 
visual contact is not established upon descent to authorized landing minlmums; or (D) if lauding is not accomplished. 


• 

Transition 

Ceiling and visibility mtnimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2 -engine or less 

More than 
2 -engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 





S 

urveillance a 

pproueh 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors 




T-dn 

306-1 

300-1 

200-U 
500-1.4 

and altitudes. 




C-dn.. 

4CX1-1 

500-1 





S-dn-35, 17. 8 , 

400-1 

40(1-1 

400-1 





and 3. 








A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 





\ 

Frecision up 

iroach 






S-dn-35.. 

200 -Uj 

200 -Vi 

200-4 





A-dn.. 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 


■ All bearings are from radar site with sector azimuths progressing clockwise: 

Within 5 miles: AH sectors 7500'. 

Within 10 miles: 300-000 Unusable; 060-135 9000'; 135-300 7500'. 

Within 15 miles: 360-000 Unuseable; 060-105 10 , 0 ( 1 O'; 105-140 0000 '; 140-360 7500'. 

Within 20 miles: 360-060 Unusable; 060-105 10.000'; 105-150 12,00Of; 150-285 8000'; 285-360 14,000'. 

Within 25 miles: 360-105 Unuseable; 105-150 12 , 000 '; 150-300 11 , 000 '; 300-360 14,000'. 
within 30, 35. and 40 miles: 360-150 Unuseable: 150-300 11,(XX/; 300-360 14.000'. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized hmding minimums or if landing not accomplished: — 

Runways 35, S and 3: Turn left and climb to *XA/ on N ers A BQ LFR to Ahuueda M11W, or wheu directed by ATC, (1) turn left and climb to 800O' on W ere ABQ L F R 
within20 miles; <2) turn left and proceed to ABQ VOR on U-077, climbing to 81XX/. 

Runway 17; Climb straight ahead to A BQ LFR to 7000' or, when directed by ATC, (1) turn right, climb to 8000' on W ere A BQ LFR within 20 mi; (2) make right climbing 
turn, climb to 8000' on 260° ers direct to ABQ VOR. 

Caution; Terrain exceeding 8000' in E Quadrants ABQ LFR; all turns to he made West of North and South courses of LFR. 


City. Albuquerque}. State, N. Mex.; Airport Name, Kirtland AFB/Mun.; Kiev., 5352'; Fac Class, Kirtland; Ident., Radar; Procedure No. I. Amdt. 2; Eff. Date 4 July 501 

Sup. Amdt. No. 1 ; Dated, 7 Mar. 50 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates indicated on the procedures. 
(Secs. 313(a), 307(c); 72 Stat. 752, 749; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1348(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 3, 1959. 

fF.R. Doc. 59-4730; Filed, June 16, 1959; 8:50 a.m.J 


jjg 

E. R. Quesada, 

Administrator. 


Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 


[Docket 7180 c.o.l 

PART 13—DIGEST OF CEASE AND 
DESIST ORDERS 


Comet Press Books Corp. et al. 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis- 
leadingly; § 13.15 Business status, ad¬ 
vantages, or connections: Advertising 
ana promotional services; 1 contracts 
and obligations; financing activities; 
weign operations ; 1 plant and equip- 
P uWi cation services; 1 time in 
1 5 13,60 Earnings and profits; 
*13.190 Results; § 13.205 Scientific or 
o ner Levant facts; § 13.215 Seals, em- 
r ***' or awards; § 13.260 Terms and 

conditions. 


6 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpre 
5 * 3 8 Stat. 719, as amended; 1 
Pr*«. » w l Cea6e and desist order, Come 
C ° rp * et al - New York * N Y 
^* ket 7188 . May 19. 1959] 

1 New. 


No. 118 


In the Matter of Comet Press Books 
Corp., a Corporation, and Samuel F. 
Chernoble, Sam Goldman, and Sylvia 
R. Kaplan, Individually and as Officers 
of Said Corporation, and Milton U. 
Sheldon, Individually 

This proceeding was heard by a hear¬ 
ing examiner on the complaint of the 
Commission charging a New York City 
book publisher with representing falsely 
in advertising that it operated a coop¬ 
erative publishing plan in which it 
shared financial risks with the author, 
and making a variety of false claims in 
such connection including-misrepresent- 
ing the nature, size, and operation of 
business; the effectiveness and extent of 
sales, promotion and publicity given an 
author-customer, the royalties paid him. 
etc. 

After acceptance of an agreement for 
a consent order, the hearing examiner 
made his initial decision and order to 
cease and desist which became on May 19 
the decision of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent Comet 
Press Books Corp., a corporation, and its 
officers, and respondents. Samuel P. 
Chernoble, Sam Goldman and Sylvia R. 


Kaplan, individually and as officers of 
said corporate respondent, and respond¬ 
ent Milton U. Sheldon, individually, and 
respondents' agents, representatives and 
employees, directly or through any 
corporate or other device, in connection 
with the solicitation of contracts for the 
printing, promotion, sale and distribu¬ 
tion of books in commerce, as "com¬ 
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act and in connection with 
the printing, promotion, sale and distri¬ 
bution of books in commerce, as "com¬ 
merce’’ is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from representing, directly or in¬ 
directly, that: 

1. They operate a cooperative pub¬ 
lishing plan in which they share with 
the author in the expense of editing, 
printing, binding, promotion and sale of 
the book, or that they are partners with 
the author; 

2. They print or bind all the copies 
of the book called for in the first edition 
as listed in the contract with the author, 
unless and until such is the fact; 

3. Their organization has numerous 
employees or departments, or an art 
department; 

4. They have been in business for 35 
years or any other period of time in 


3 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


excess of the actual length of time that 
the corporate respondent has been in 
business; 

5. They accept and have accepted for 
publication only those manuscripts with 
merit or sales appeal possiblities; or that 
they ‘ chance’' their own money in pub¬ 
lishing authors’ manuscripts; 

6. Their promotion and sales cam¬ 
paign is effective or aggressive, or re¬ 
sults in a complete sale of the first edition 
of the book published and promoted 
through them, except in Tare instances; 

7. An author publishing through 
them will receive back the sum of money 
invested by the author in having his or 
her book published through them, ex¬ 
cept in rare instances; 

8. They have sold subsidiary rights of 
author's books published through them 
to motion picture studios, radio and 
television channels or for republication 
in foreign countries, unless such is the 
fact; 

9. They own the plant or plants in 
which the books they contract to pub¬ 
lish are printed and bound; 

10. Reports made by “readers” of sub¬ 
mitted manuscripts are “editorial re¬ 
ports’’ or that the reading by an official 
of the corporate respondent and his 
concurrence with the reader’s report in¬ 
dicates that the manuscript has literary 
merit or should be published; 

11. The favorable report by a reader 
on a submitted manuscript indicates that 
such manuscript has unusual merit; or 
that a submitted manuscript has merit 
to any degree, when such is not the fact; 

12. Their evaluation of a submitted 
manuscript is a sincere or constructive 
one, or is an impartial expert opinion on 
which the author can rely; 

13. The submission of a manuscript 
to them by an author is the best way of 
finding “tomorrow’s authors of best 
sellers” or other language of similar im¬ 
port. or that any author publishing 
through them has ever had a “best 
seller”; 

14. The publication and promotional 
efforts made by them for their authors 
have resulted in placing any author pub¬ 
lishing through them on the way to 
literary prominence or financial success, 
provided, however, that in the event that 
such efforts should so result in the future, 
nothing herein shall be construed as pre¬ 
venting respondents from so represent¬ 
ing; 

15. Their advertisements of an au¬ 
thor’s book in national and local media 
are hard hitting or result in satisfactory 
sales to their authors; 

16. Their sales promotion results in 
their authors’ books being sold to book 
stores and libraries generally or that they 
are stocked for sale by book stores; 

17. Their promotion, publicity and ad¬ 
vertising start at the time of the accept¬ 
ance of an author’s book for publication, 
or that the same last ‘until the author’s 
book is stocked by the book store or book 
seller, unless and until such is the fact; 

18. They have separate promotion, 
publicity and advertising departments; 

19. Books published by them are award 
winning, fast selling titles, or are in de¬ 
mand by wholesalers, jobbers and retail 
stores; 


20. Various organisations or branches 
of the armed services, or any one else, 
have ordered books published by them 
in greater quantities than is the fact; 

21. They have contacts in the special¬ 
ized school field that result in the sale of 
significant quantities of their authors’ 
books for classroom or other use; 

22. Any significant number of books 
published by them have been sold 
through the appearance of authors on 
radio and television or through auto¬ 
graph parties or that sufficient numbers 
of books have been sold by such means 
to be profitable over and above the efforts 
and expenses involved therein; 

23. They circularize an announcement 
as to the publication of a book except as 
to the names submitted by the author, 
or to any extent in excess of the actual 
fact; 

24. Their subsidiary rights program 
has resulted in an increase of their 
authors' income beyond the regular per¬ 
centage return from the sale of the 
authors* books, unless such is the fact; 

25. Reviews of books published by 
them appear in publications in the 
United States or foreign countries, in 
excess of those actually so appearing, or 
that their utilization of syndicates and 
individual book reviewers will guarantee 
a review of the author’s book; 

26. Books published by them have won 
any significant number of awards or 
citations for exceptional design and press 
work, or for any other reason that is not 
in accordance with the facts; 

27. They have a world-wide distribu¬ 
tion of any of their authors’ books or any 
distribution, that is not in accordance 
with the facts, or that they have repre¬ 
sentatives in 25 or any other number of 
foreign countries; 

28. They sell the books published by 
them to outlets in large cities or the re¬ 
mote parts of the nation in any ap¬ 
preciable number; 

29. Any payment made to any author 
based on sales of the author’s book is a 
royalty unless and until the author has 
recouped the sum of money paid under 
the contract therefor; 

30. They pay an author 40 percent, or 
any other percentage or sum, as royalty 
on every book sold until the author has 
recouped the sum of money paid under 
the contract therefor, or that the sum 
paid the author by them is in excess of 
that paid an author publishing under 
the standard or straight royalty pub¬ 
lisher’s contract; 

31. Advertisements for their authors' 
books appear in most of the worthwhile 
and important national media; or ap¬ 
pear in any other media, unless such is 
the fact; 

32. They have arranged for publica¬ 
tion in England of “Great Symphonies”, 
“Immigrants All-American All”. “My 
Pupils and I”, “Eastern Easter in the 
Holy Land”, “Unconventional Prayers”, 
or “Life of St. Josephat”, or that they 
have arranged for such publication of 
any other titled book, unless such is the 
fact; 

33. Their promises and claims are 
neither exaggerated nor elaborate. 


By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is further ordered, That the re¬ 
spondents shall, within sixty < 60» days 
after service upon them of this order, 
file with the Commission a report, in 
writing, setting forth in detail the man¬ 
ner and form in which they have com¬ 
plied with the order contained in said 
initial decision. 

Issued: May 19, 1959. 

By the Commission. 

[seal I Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 59-4982: Filed. June 16. 1959; 

8:47 a.m.l 


Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 


Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

|T.D. 548711 

PART 6—AIR COMMERCE 
REGULATIONS 

PART 23—ENFORCEMENT OF CUS¬ 
TOMS AND NAVIGATION LAWS 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


Part 6 of the Customs Regulations was 
issued under the authority of section 7 
of the Air Commerce Act of 1926. as 
amended (49 U.S.C. 177) , and other cited 
statutes. The Air Commerce Act of 1926 
w r as repealed by the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, but section 7 of the 1926 Act 
was continued in effect as section 1109 
of the 1958 Act (49 U.S.C. 1509 > and. 
under 1501 of the 1958 Act (49 U.S.C. 
1301, note), existing regulations are con¬ 
tinued in effect. 

The provisions of Part 6 of the Cus¬ 
toms Regulations are hereby adopted as 
regulations under section 1109 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (and the 
other cited statutes). and. to conform to 
that Act, Part 6 is amended as follows: 

1 . The citation of authority for Part 
6 is amended to read: 

Authority: Sections 6.1 to 6.14 issued 
under R.S. 161, as amended. 251, secs. 431. 
624. 46 Stat. 710. as amended. 759. secs. 904. 
1109 . 72 Stat. 787. 799; 5 U.S.C. 22. 19 U.S.C. 
66. 1624. 49 U.S.C. 1474, 1509. 


2. Section 6.1(f) is amended by sub¬ 
stituting “issued by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board.” for “issued pursuant to trie 
Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938.” 

3. Section 6.2(a), first sentence §o.< 
<e). and 5 6.12(h) are amended by sub¬ 
stituting “Federal Aviation Agency tor 
“Civil Aeronautics Administration. 

4. Footnote 8 appended to § 6.1J IS 
amended to read: 


*"(b) The Secretary-of the Treasury Is au¬ 
thorized to (1) designate places In the Tn 
State* as ports of entry for civil^ aircraft 
arriving in the United States from ai . P 
outside thereof and for merchandise ca 
on such aircraft. (2) detail to ports of entry 
for civil aircraft such officers and emp 
of the customs service as he may deem ^ 
essary, and to confer or impose - 

cer or employee of the 
tioned at any such port of entry 
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consent of the head of the Government de¬ 
partment or other agency under whose Juris¬ 
diction the officer or employee Is serving) any 
of the powers, privileges, or duties conferred 
or imposed upon officers or employees of the 
customs service, and (3) by regulation to 
provide for the application to civil air navi¬ 
gation of the laws and regulations relating 
to the administration of the customs laws 
to such extent and upon such conditions as 
lie deems necessary. 

*'(c) The Secretary of the Treasury is au¬ 
thorized by regulation to provide for the 
application to civil aircraft of the laws and 
regulations relating to the entry and clear¬ 
ance of vessels to such extent and upon such 
conditions as he deems necessary.” (49 
USC. 1509(b), (c).) 

5. Section 23.25 of these regulations Is 
amended by substituting “Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act of 1958“ for “Air Commerce Act 
of 1926, as amended/’ in paragraph 

(a)(2) and in paragraph (b). 

(R.S. 161, as amended. 251. sec. 624, 46 Stat. 
759; 5 U S.C. 22, 19 XJJB.C. 66. 1624) 

[seal] Ralph Kelly, 

Commissioner of Customs, 

Approved: June 11, 1959. 

A. Gilmore Flues, 

Acting Secretary of the Treasury, 

[P.R. Doc. 59-5005; Filed, June 16. 1959; 

8:45 a.m.J 


[TiX 54870] 

PART 20— DISPOSITION OF UN¬ 
CLAIMED AND ABANDONED MER¬ 
CHANDISE 

Payment of Charges From Proceeds 
of Sale 

The majority of merchandise sold at 
public auction by collectors of customs 
is merchandise for which entry has not 
been completed and which has become 
unclaimed and abandoned to the Gov¬ 
ernment by operation of law. Against 
the proceeds of sale of such merchandise, 
payment of charges for cartage and 
storage take precedence over payment 
or several other charges. At present, 
nils is not readily apparent from the 
statement in the regulations as to the 
order of payment of charges. 

clarify the regulations on this 
Point. 5 20.6, of the Customs Regulations 
w amended as follows: 

1. Paragraph (a) is amended to read: 

Proceeds of sale of mer- 
chandise remaining in public stores or in 
oonded warehouse beyond the time fixed 

foUowin S charges shall be 
Pa d in the order named: 
l Internal revenue taxes. 

,1 tr penses °* advertising and sale, 
law cartage, storage and 

cipnt f' Vhen P roc ceds are insuffi- 

shaif Ka ? S il such charges fully, they 
di^ pa l d pr° rata. (For merchan- 
GraDh warehousing, see para- 

^ b) of this section.) 

( 4) Duties. 

StaWfc? 7 0ther ? har g es due the United 
n con nection with the merchan- 
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(6) Any sum due to satisfy a lien for 
freight, charges, or contributions in gen¬ 
eral average, of which due notice shall 
have been given in the manner prescribed 
by law. 

2. Paragraphs (b) and (c) are deleted 
and the following new paragraph (b) is 
added: 

(b) The expenses of cartage, storage, 
and labor for merchandise entered for 
warehousing shall be paid in the follow¬ 
ing order: 

(1) When such merchandise was ware¬ 
housed in public stores, expenses of stor¬ 
age and labor shall be paid after ex¬ 
penses of sale (prorated when proceeds 
are insufficient to pay them fully) and 

■ any cartage charges shall be paid last. 

(2) When such merchandise was 
warehoused in a bonded warehouse, ex¬ 
penses of storage, cartage, And labor 
shall be paid last (prorated when pro¬ 
ceeds are insufficient to pay them fully). 

3. Paragraphs (d) through (j) are 
redesignated as paragraphs (c) through 
(i), respectively. 

(Secs. 491. 492. 493. 559, 624. 46 Stat. 726. 727, 
744. 759, secs. 14. 23(a), 52 Stat. 1083, 1088; 
19 U.S.C. 1491, 1492, 1493. 1559, 1624) 

[seal] Ralph Kelly, 

Commissioner of Customs, 

Approved: June 11,1959. 

A. Gilmore Flues, 

Acting Secretary of the Treasury . 

(F.R. Doc. 59-5004; Filed. June 16. 1959; 

8:45 a.m.l 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 

Chapter II—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 

PART 203—BRIDGE REGULATIONS 

PART 207—NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

Pensacola Bay, Fla.; York River, Va. 

1. Pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 5 of the River and Harbor Act of 
August 18, 1894 (28 Stat. 362; 33 U.S.C. 
499), § 203.482 is hereby prescribed to 
govern the operation of the Pensacola 
Bay bridge across Pensacola Bay at Pen¬ 
sacola, Florida to be effective upon pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register and until 
September 30, 1959, as follows: 

§ 203.482 Pensacola Bay, Fla.; Pensa¬ 
cola Bay bridge at Pensacola. 

(a) For the period ending September 
30. 1959, the owner or agency controlling 
the bridge shall not be required to open 
the drawspan between the hours of 12 
noon and 9:00 p.m. except for two one- 
hour periods beginning at 3:00 p.m. and 
6:30 p.m. and as provided in paragraph 

(b) of this section. 

(b) The draw shall be opened at any 
time for the passage of a tow. -It shall 
also be opened for a vessel in an emer¬ 


gency involving danger to life or prop¬ 
erty. Such emergency shall be indicated 
by four blasts of the signalling device. 

(c) The owner or agency controlling 
the bridge shall keep a copy of the regu¬ 
lations of this section conspicuously 
posted on both the upstream and down¬ 
stream sides of the bridge in such a 
manner that it can be easily read at any 
time. 

[Regs., June 4. 1959. 285/91 (Pensacola Bay, 
Fla.)—ENGWOJ (Sec. 5. 28 Stat. 362; 33 
U.S.C. 499) 

2. Pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 7 of the River and Harbor Act of 
August 8, 1917 (40 Stat. 266; 33 U.S.C. 
1), § 207.128 prescribing naval prohibited 
and restricted areas in York River. Vir¬ 
ginia. is hereby amended with respect 
to paragraphs (a) (5) and (b) (6) by add¬ 
ing an Explosives-Handling Berth 
(Naval), redesignating paragraph (b) (7) 
as (b)(8) with a change in the name 
of the enforcing agency and adding a 
new paragraph (b) <7), as follows : 

§ 207.128 York River, Va. ; naval pro¬ 
hibited and restricted area*. 

(a) The areas, * • • 

(5) Naval anchorage area (restricted ). 
Between Tue Marshes Light and York- 
town, beginning at latitude 37°14'57", 
longitude 76°23'03.5", thence to latitude 
37°14'27", longitude 76°23'03"; thence 
to latitude 37°13'54". longitude 76°25'- 
39"; thence to latitude 37°13'42.5", lon¬ 
gitude 76°27'40.5"; thence to latitude 
37°14T1", longitude 76°29'11.5"; thence 
to latitude 37°14'23" t longitude 76 c 29'- 
11.5"; thence to latitude 37°14'22.5", 
longitude 76°25'43.5"; and thence to the 
point of beginning including an Explo¬ 
sives-Handling Berth (Naval) partially 
within the limits of the naval anchorage 
covering a circular area of 600 yards 
radius with its center at latitude 37° 13'- 
56" N, longitude 76°28'48" W. 

(b) The regulations. * • * 

(6) The naval anchoragp and Explo¬ 
sives-Handling Berth described in para¬ 
graph (a) (5) of this section are reserved 
for the exclusive use of naval vessels 
and except in cases of emergency no 
other vessel shall anchor therein without 
the permission of local naval authorities, 
obtained through the Captain of the Port. 
U.S. Coast Guard, Norfolk, Virginia. 
There shall be no restriction on the 
movement of vessels through the anchor¬ 
age or the Explosives-Handling Berth. 

(7) Vessels shall not be anchored 
within 300 yards of the perimeter of the 
Explosives-Handling Berth when that 
berth is occupied by a vessel handling 
explosives. 

(8) The regulation of this section 
shall be enforced by the Commander, 
Naval Base, Norfolk, Virginia, and such 
agencies as he may designate. 

(Regs., June 4. 1959, 285/91 (York River. 
Va.)—ENGWOJ (Sec. 7. 40 Stat. 266; 33 
UJS.C, 1) 

Bruce Easley, 

Major General, U.S. Army, 
Acting The Adjutant General . 

[F.R. Doc. 69-4975; Filed. June 16, 1959; 

8:46 a.m.J 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
17 CFR Part 911 1 

(Docket No. AO-262-A4 ] 

MILK IN TEXAS PANHANDLE 
MARKETING AREA 

Notice of Recommended Decision and 

Opportunity To File Written Excep¬ 
tions to Proposed Amendments to 

Tentative Marketing Agreement 

and Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937. as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of the filing with the Hearing Clerk 
of this recommended decision of the 
Deputy Administrator, Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service, United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, with respect to pro¬ 
posed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement and order regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the Texas 
Panhandle marketing area. Interested 
parties may file written exceptions to 
this decision with the Hearing Clerk, 
United States Department of Agricul¬ 
ture. Washington, D.C., not later than 
the close of business the 10th day after 
publication of this decision in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. The exceptions should 
be filed in quadruplicate. 

Prelimmary statement. The hearing 
on the record of which the proposed 
amendments, as hereinafter set forth, 
to the tentative marketing agreement 
and to the order, were formulated, was 
conducted at Amarillo, Texas, on Janu¬ 
ary 22-24, 1959, pursuant to notice 
thereof which was issued December 23, 
1958 <23 F.R. 10,540). 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. Expanding the marketing area: 

2. Qualifying a cooperative association 
as a handler with respect to farm bulk 
tank milk which it delivers directly to 
the pool plant of another handler; 

3. Modifying the location differentials 
to handlers and producers; 

4. Revising provisions with respect to 
transfers of more than 300 miles but 
less than 350 miles; 

5. Modifying the Class n milk price; 
and 

6 . Providing that handlers should 
furnish cooperative associations with in¬ 
formation on the volume of milk re¬ 
ceived from their member producers on 
earlier dates than now provided in the 
order. 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
material issues are based on evidence 
presented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. The marketing area should be ex¬ 
panded to include Childress, Collings¬ 


worth. and Swisher counties in the State 
of Texas, and Beckham County, 
Oklahoma. 

In each of these counties milk for 
fluid distribution is required to meet es¬ 
sentially the same health standards as 
in the presently regulated marketing 
area. 

Collingsworth and Childress counties 
are a part of the market normally served 
by Texas Panhandle handlers. Approx¬ 
imately 80 percent of the milk sold in 
these counties is distributed by handlers 
who are regulated under the Texas Pan¬ 
handle marketing order. With the pos¬ 
sible exception of a producer-handler 
located in Childress County, the re¬ 
mainder of the ^distribution of milk in 
these two counties is by handlers whq are 
regulated under other Federal market¬ 
ing orders. Inclusion of these counties 
in thje area would bring no new plants 
under regulation. * 

Swisher County should likewise be 
added to the marketing area. About 90 
percent of the milk now is distributed 
there by regulated handlers. The 
largest distributor of milk in the county 
is a handler whose plant is located at 
Tulia in Swisher County. At the time 
of the hearing this plant was partially 
regulated under the Texas Panhandle 
order because its sales in the marketing 
area were very limited. Official notice 
is taken of the fact that subsequent to 
the hearing this plant expanded its sales 
in the present marketing area to such an 
extent that it became a fully regulated 
handler under the order during March 
1959. In addition to these plants there 
is at least one unregulated plant from 
which milk is distributed in Swisher 
County. The volume of milk which it 
disposes of in the county is such that ex¬ 
pansion of the area to include Swisher 
County is not expected to bring it under 
full regulation of the order. 

The principal distributor of milk in 
Beckham County. Oklahoma, is a han¬ 
dler whose plant is at Elk City in that 
county. This handler distributes milk 
throughout the present marketing area 
and has been subject to full regulation 
ever since the order was issued. In ad¬ 
dition to his normal route distribution, 
this handler regularly supplies large 
volumes of milk to military installations 
and other government agencies outside 
the Texas Panhandle marketing area. 
Contracts to supply such milk are usually 
for periods of 3 to 6 months. At times 
the volume of milk involved in such con¬ 
tracts is fairly substantial. At certain 
periods the volume of nplk supplied to 
government installations in neighbor¬ 
ing marketing areas has been such that 
the handler was very close to becoming 
regulated under an adjoining order 
rather than under the Texas Panhandle 
order for the life of the contract. 

If the regulation of this handler were 
to shift from the Texas Panhandle order 
to some adjacent order and then back to 
the Texas Panhandle order again every 
3 to 6 months, it would disrupt the 
orderly marketing of milk in both the 


Texas Panhandle marketing area and 
the other marketing areas involved. 
This would be particularly true if the 
shift in regulation occurred during either 
the base-forming or base-paying period. 
Since the bulk of this handler’s route 
distribution is in the Texas Panhandle 
marketing area and in Beckham County 
and his sales in other marketing areas 
are confined generally to short-term con¬ 
tracts to supply government installa¬ 
tions, it is desirable that the handler 
continue to be regulated under the Texas 
Panhandle marketing order. The most 
feasible way to insure his continued reg¬ 
ulation under this order is to add Beck¬ 
ham County, Oklahoma, to the market¬ 
ing area. This county is adjacent to the 
present marketing area. 

In addition to the handler at Elk City 
who is the largest distributor of milk in 
the county, it is served by at least one 
other handler subject to regulation 
under the Texas Panhandle order. Milk 
is also distributed in Beckham County 
by several handlers who are regulated 
under either the Oklahoma Metropolitan 
or the Red River Valley marketing order. 
There are no unregulated plants from 
which milk is distributed in the area. 
Thus, extending regulation to Beckham 
County will not bring under regulation 
any new handlers, but it will insure that 
the plant at Elk City will continue to be 
regulated under the Texas Panhandle 
marketing order. 

The marketing area should not be ex¬ 
panded to include any of the 5 New 
Mexico counties of Chaves. Curry. Lea, 
Quay, and Roosevelt, which were pro¬ 
posed to be annexed to the present mar¬ 
keting area. 

The addition of these counties was 
proposed by one of the handlers subject 
to regulation and was supported by the 
North Texas Producers Association 
which is the major cooperative associa¬ 
tion supplying the Texas Panhandle 
marketing area. 

The handler that made the proposal 
disposes of a substantial volume of milk 
in the 5-county area of New Mexico. 
It is the only regulated handler which 
regularly disposes of milk on routes in 
those 5 counties. In support of its re¬ 
quest for inclusion of this territory in 
the marketing area, the handler at¬ 
tempted to show that its distribution in 
New Mexico which, incidentally, is ap¬ 
proximately one-third of its total dis¬ 
tribution of milk, was threatened by 
chaotic conditions and unfair competi¬ 
tion from unregulated handlers located 
in New Mexico. The evidence, however, 
does not support the contention since 
sales of milk by this handler in New 
Mexico have continued to expand ana 
there is no showing that a substantial 
loss of sales in any portion of that area 

hoc n/*f*in*vprf 

The absence of lower priced competi¬ 
tion from unregulated milk in the 5 Ne 
Mexico counties is borne out by the :a 
that the contract to supply milk to tne 
Air Force Base at Clovis in Curry Comity 
has been obtained by handlers regul.i ' 
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under the Texas Panhandle marketing 
order during at least half of the con¬ 
tract periods in recent years. At the 
present time this contract is held by one 
of the Texas Panhandle handlers. 

The North Texas Producers Associa¬ 
tion in urging the annexation of these 
counties to the Texas Panhandle market¬ 
ing area stated that it had more than 
100 members among producers supply¬ 
ing milk to plants located in the New 
Mexico area, but that it was unable to 
negotiate with these plant operators, 
either with respect to prices paid pro¬ 
ducers or with respect to a plan for 
rendering marketing services to its mem¬ 
bers in New Mexico. The 'association, 
however, presented very little evidence 
to support its position on the grounds 
that it was fearful that if specific in¬ 
stances were cited the New Mexico 
handlers would take retaliatory action 
against the member producers involved. 

Inclusion of the New Mexico area 
under the Texas Panhandle marketing 
order was opposed by all handlers located 
in New Mexico and by the Dairy Farmers 
Association of New’ Mexico, an organiza¬ 
tion which allegedly represents most of 
the dairy farmers supplying milk to 
plants in the State of New Mexico and 
the City of El Paso, Texas. Since this 
Association claims to represent a major¬ 
ity of the producers located in the 
5-county area, it appears that either, one 
of the associations overestimated its 
membership, or there must be some pro¬ 
ducers who are members of both this 
Association and the North Texas Pro¬ 
ducers Association. This Dairy Farmers 
Association claimed that its relationships 
with the handlers to whom it sold milk 
are excellent, that it felt that milk was 
being properly accounted for, both as to 
weight and test, and that any questions 
which might arise as to the weight and 
test of an individual producer’s milk had 
always been satisfactorily settled. In 
addition, it was stated that the New Mex¬ 
ico laws are such that the Association 
could obtain an audit of a handler’s 
books any time that it felt there was an 
indication that the handler was not prop¬ 
erly accounting for the utilization of 
producer milk. 


♦k Sl £ ce tlle only ban dler regulated under 
ine Texas Panhandle order at the pres- 
e who regularly distributes milk 
in the 5-county area has been able to 
xpand his sales there, and since there 
? no evidence that regulation of the 
ftrrt!i nty ***** k necessary to maintain 
y marketing in the present mar- 
tw. g area ’ a must be concluded that 
fm* * re ?.° grounds at the present time 
ior expaHdmg the Texas Panhandle mar- 
eting area into the State of New Mexico. 

handler definition should be 
a*®**. to Provide for a cooperative 
! on to become a handler with 
milk whlch u delivers directly 
farms of its member producers 
tam* t another handler in 

assn^oM Cks ? w ^ ed or operated by such 
hand w 0 ki\ if !t desires to assume the 
to am °bb£ations of the order relative 

Pavmpn^i 115 t0 the p0Ql and makin g 
Shr^t U pr °ducers for such milk, 
nnnkage incurred on such bulk tank 


milk, for which the cooperative associa¬ 
tion elects to become the handler, should 
be divided between such association and 
the pool plant to which it is delivered. 
Actual shrinkage in an amount up to 0.5 
percent of the total receipts of skim milk 
and butterfat in such milk should be 
allocated to the cooperative association 
and the pool plant to which the milk is 
delivered for processing should be per¬ 
mitted shrinkage in an amount not in 
excess of one and one-half percent of the 
pounds of skim milk and butterfat in 
such milk. 

Proponent producers testified that 
more than 50 percent of the milk de¬ 
livered to the distributing plants of other 
handlers is from farm bulk tanks. This 
has created a problem with respect to 
the determination of responsibility to 
the individual producers. When milk 
comes to market in cans, the milk of the 
individual producers is dumped, weighed, 
and a sample taken for butterfat testing 
by an employee of the plant where the 
milk is Used. The operator of the plant 
is responsible for paying the individual 
producer for the quantity of milk re¬ 
ceived at the determined butterfat test. 

When milk comes to market in a bulk 
tank truck, the weight of the milk is 
checked and a sample for butterfat test¬ 
ing is taken by the driver at the farm. 
The milk of a number of producers is 
intermingled in the tank truck. When 
the tank truck is owned or operated 
under the control of the cooperative as¬ 
sociation. the weight of each producer's 
milk is checked and a sample for butter¬ 
fat testing is taken by a person who is 
an employee of, or directly responsible 
to the cooperative association. The han¬ 
dler who receives the milk of a number 
of producers in the tank has no way 
of knowing the weight or the butterfat 
test of the milk of the individual pro¬ 
ducers whose milk is contained in the 
load, except as such information is re¬ 
ported to him by the association. In 
some instances, especially with respect 
to supplemental loads, the handler may 
not even know the identity of the pro¬ 
ducers whose milk he receives. 

There are two cooperative associations 
with member producers supplying the 
market. One association testified in 
favor of the proposal and the other 
offered no testimony. 

To the present time, the problems 
created by the conversion to bulk tank 
milk have not been serious and the co¬ 
operative association and the handlers 
have ironed out any difficulties that have 
arisen with respect to the weights and 
tests of milk in bulk tanks. As the trend 
to bulk tanks continues, however, the 
problems will become more numerous 
and more serious. Accordingly, it is con¬ 
cluded that a cooperative association 
should be qualified as a handler with 
respect to bulk tank milk of its member 
producers which it causes to be de¬ 
livered from their farms to the pool plant 
of another handler, but on a permissive 
basis at the present time. If a coopera¬ 
tive association wishes to become the 
handler for such bulk tank milk de¬ 
liveries, it w*ill be so considered if, prior 
to the first day of the month in which 
the change is to be effective, it notifies 


the market administrator and the han¬ 
dler to whom the milk is delivered in 
writing to that effect. Otherwise, the 
handler at whose pool plant the milk is 
physically received will continue to be 
accountable for it under the order and 
responsible for payments to producers, 
either directly or through their coopera¬ 
tive association authorized to collect sifch 
payments, at the uniform price. For 
milk for which the cooperative associa¬ 
tion is the handler, the operator of the 
pool plant at which it is received will be 
obligated to pay the cooperative associa¬ 
tion the applicable class prices for such 
milk. 

The qualification of a cooperative as¬ 
sociation to become a handier with re¬ 
spect to farm bulk tank milk involves 
consideration of the allocation of shrink¬ 
age incurred with regard to such milk. 
Under the present terms of the order, 
the first receiving handler of the milk 
is entitled to the shrinkage incurred up 
to the limit of 2 percent of the skim 
milk and butterfat in such milk. When 
the operator of the pool plant which 
physically receives the milk is the han¬ 
dler and accounts for the milk on the 
basis of the farm determined weights 
and samples for butterfat tests, the 
shrinkage is allocated to such receiving 
handler. However, when such condi¬ 
tions do not exist, and the cooperative 
association becomes a handler for such 
milk, some equitable division of the 2 
percent permitted should be established 
between the cooperative association for 
shrinkage incurred between the farm 
and plant and shrinkage incurred by the 
handler who processes the milk. Be¬ 
cause of limited experience, the coop¬ 
erative association was unable to estab¬ 
lish the amount of shrinkage incurred 
in bulk tank handling of milk between 
the farm and the plant. Under gen¬ 
erally similar conditions in other Fed¬ 
eral order markets, an allowance of one- 
half of one per cent has been used to 
accommodate shrinkage losses incurred 
in performing receiving station func¬ 
tions and up to one and one-half percent 
to accommodate shrinkage losses in¬ 
curred at the distributing plant. 

Pending further information based on 
actual operations in the market, it is 
concluded that the cooperative associa¬ 
tion with respect to farm bulk tank milk, 
for which it elects to become the handler, 
should be permitted the allowable 
shrinkage up to one-half of one percent 
and the processing plant shrinkage up 
to one and one-half percent of the skim 
milk and butterfat in such milk. With 
respect to milk so handled and for which 
the cooperative association is not the 
handler, the operator of the plant at 
which the milk is received would be ob¬ 
ligated to account to producers at the 
reported farm weights. Thus, the coop¬ 
erative association in such instances 
would incur no loss and the plant of re¬ 
ceipt should be permitted the entire 
shrinkage on such milk up to a maximum 
of 2 percent. 

3. The location differentials to han¬ 
dlers and producers should be reduced. 

The proponent producers’ association 
and a handler testified in favor of reduc¬ 
ing the location differentials. Two han- 
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dlers offered testimony in opposition 
thereto; they also contended that loca¬ 
tion differentials should apply only to 
supply plants and not to distributing 
plants. 

The purpose of location differentials 
is to establish the value of milk for use 
as Class I products at various locations 
in relation to* some basing point, which 
is usually the central market for such 
milk. The milk delivered by farmers di¬ 
rectly to a plant in or near the central 
market is worth more to the handler 
than milk which is received from farmers 
at a plant located many miles from the 
market. This is because from the more 
distant plant the handler must incur an 
additional cost of transporting that milk 
into the central or deficit area of the 
market. Additional cost of hauling is 
involved whether the milk is transported 
in bulk or in packaged form. Thus, the 
value of the milk delivered to plants 
away from the central market, or deficit 
area basing point, is reduced by a price 
differential approximating the cost of 
transporting the milk from such plants 
to the central and deficit area of the 
market. The producer's price for milk 
delivered to plant at such distant points 
in turn is reduced by a like differential 
to compensate for the cost of hauling the 
milk from such points to the central, or 
deficit, market area. 

A handler with a distributing plant at 
Amarillo, Texas, argued that location 
differentials should not apply to milk of 
a pool distributing plant located at Elk 
City, Oklahoma. He contended that to 
allow the Elk City handler a location dif¬ 
ferential on Class I milk places handlers 
whose, plants are in Amarillo at a com¬ 
petitive disadvantage in the distribution 
of milk in areas to the east of Amarillo. 
It is clear that a handler with a plant at 
Amarillo has a location disadvantage 
with respect to his sales of milk in areas 
to the east and northeast of his plant in 
competition with a handler whose plant 
is located in that direction from Amarillo 
toward the areas of surplus milk produc¬ 
tion where milk prices would be expected 
to be lower. Whether it is profitable for 
a handler with a plant in Amarillo to 
extend his sales into territories in the 
direction of surplus milk producing areas 
where the value of milk is lower, despite 
such disadvantage, is a matter of his own 
decision. In cases of this kind, handlers 
sometimes continue their sales even 
though they have an apparent location 
disadvantage, because of other offsetting 
factors such as the decreased unit costs 
associated with increases in volume 
handled in their plants. The handler, 
however, who moves his fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts in the direction of the central or 
deficit market area in packaged form 
should notrbe penalized to accommodate 
a handler who moves milk counter to the 
general movement of milk on an eco¬ 
nomic basis. 

When the Texas Panhandle order was 
promulgated, there was only one supply 
plant located outside the marketing area 
w f hich was definitely associated with the 
marketing area. This plant, located at 
Arnett, Oklahoma, received milk from 
farmers in the Oklahoma area. The 
milk was cooled and transported in tanks 


in the quantities needed to supply the 
handler’s distributing plant in Amarillo, 
Texas. Prior to the issuance of the or¬ 
der, this handler had been taking a lo¬ 
cation adjustment of 75 cents per hun¬ 
dredweight for milk received from 
farmers at the Arnett plant as compared 
with the price paid for milk delivered di¬ 
rectly to the plant in Amarillo. When 
the order became effective, the location 
differential applicable at the Arnett 
plant’s location was reduced to 41.4 cents 
per hundredweight. 

The location differential is intended 
to reflect only the cost of transporting 
milk to the central market. Because a 
handler chooses to perform some or all 
of the processing functions at a point 
some distance from the central market 
he cannot expect producers to assume a 
portion of these costs. Thus, the costs 
incurred in processing and bottling milk 
at Elk City or in assembling and cooling 
milk at Arnett should not be borne by 
producers. Likewise, the location dif¬ 
ferential should apply only to Class I 
milk. The value of Class II products at 
Elk City. Arnett or any other point in 
the milkshed is essentially the same as at 
Amarillo. The price the producer re¬ 
ceives for his Class II milk should not be 
reduced because the handler maintains 
his manufacturing operations at a dis¬ 
tance from the city market. 

During the past several years, impor¬ 
tant changes have occurred in the 
handling and movement of milk from 
the farm to the market. The develop¬ 
ment of bulk tank handling of milk on 
the farm has greatly facilitated the 
movement of such milk greater distances 
directly to distributing plants in the 
market than was formerly possible. 
Dairymen supplying the Texas Pan¬ 
handle market have been rapidly con¬ 
verting to the bulk tank method of 
handling milk on their farms. Most of 
the milk supply for the market now is 
assembled in bulk tank trucks and 
moved directly from the farms to the 
plants from which the milk is distributed. 

The rate of the location differential 
should reflect the most efficient and most 
economic means of transporting milk. 
The cost of transporting milk in bulk 
tanks per hundred miles from distant 
alternative sources of supply is approxi¬ 
mately 15 cents per hundredweight. 
This rate for location differentials to 
both handlers and producers appropri¬ 
ately reflects the cost of moving milk to 
the Texas Panhandle market ui-uer the 
most efficient and economic conditions. 

It is concluded, therefore, that the 
rate per hundredweight applicable to 
the location differentials, pursuant to 
§§ 911.53 and 911.82, should be reduced 
from 35 cents to 15 cents for the 100-to- 
110-mile zone from Amarillo City Hall 
and from 1.6 cents to 1.5 cents for each 
additional 10 miles or fraction thereof 
applicable 110 miles and beyond. 

4rThe transfer provisions should be 
modified to permit the transfer or diver¬ 
sion of any fluid milk product to a non¬ 
pool plant located not more than 350 
miles from the nearest point in the 
marketing area and receive the Class n 
milk classification if so utilized. 


The present order provides that when 
skim milk or butterfat is transferred or 
diverted in the form of a fluid milk prod¬ 
uct to a nonpool plant located more than 
300 miles from the nearest .point in the 
marketing area, it should receive the 
Class I milk classification. 

At present the North Texas Producers 
Association handles most of the diver¬ 
sions of milk to nonpool plants. Such 
milk is moved to a number of plants in 
Oklahoma and Texas, with a consider¬ 
able quantity going to its plant at 
Muenster, Texas, nearly 300 miles from 
Amarillo. 

The distance that fluid milk products 
were permitted to be transferred or di¬ 
verted to nonpool plants and still be 
allowed to receive the Class H milk clas¬ 
sification, adequately provided for the 
existing need when the order was issued. 
However, considerably more producer 
milk was used in Class n in 1958 than 
in either 1957 or 1956. A handler under 
the order now also has a plant in Denver, 
Colo., which is associated with and regu¬ 
lated under the Colorado Springs-Pueblo 
order. By increasing the distance that 
milk or cream may be transferred or 
diverted to a nonpool plant from 300 to 
350 miles, and still receive the Class II 
classification, this handler could trans¬ 
fer cream to his plant in Denver for use 
in ice cream rather than make disposi¬ 
tion in lower valued products such as 
butter and cheese. The Denver plant is 
subject to regular audits with respect to 
its utilization of milk under the Colorado 
Springs-Pucblo order. 

To accommodate the above-changed 
conditions in the market, it is concluded 
that fluid milk products should be per¬ 
mitted to be transferred or diverted to 
nonpool plants located not more than 
350 miles by the shortest highway dis¬ 
tance from the nearest point in the 
marketing area without becoming auto¬ 
matically subject to the Class I 


classification. 

5. The proposal to price Class n milk 
year-round on the basis of prices paid for 
ungraded milk by three nearby plants 
should be denied. 

r The pricing provisions presently in the 
order establish the price of Class II milk, 
for the months of March through June, 
on the price paid for ungraded milk by 
four nearby plants processing such nulic 
and, for the months of July through Feb¬ 
ruary, on the higher of the price paid y 
such nearby plants or the basic formula 
butter-powder computed price. 

For each month, July through Febru¬ 
ary, since the inception of the order, JJV 
Class n price has been determined by tne 
butter-powder formula price. During 
this eight-month period ,of 1958., « 
Class II price averaged 15 cents higher 
than it would have been if the new y 
plants had been used as a basis for es 
tablishing the price. During these 
months reserve supplies of mllk ^ re . s ^r 
and are primarily used in the high 
ued Class II milk products such asic 
cream and cottage cheese. The North 
Texas Producers Association 1 
handles more than one-half of the Cl 
II milk on the market, has been ab 
to dispose of reserve supplies ot 
for manufacturing uses satisfactory 
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and without financial loss at the present 
order Class II price. 

Official notice is taken of the deter¬ 
mination made, in accordance with 
§ 911.54 of the order, of the equivalent 
price for Class n milk, issued effective 
May 1. 1959 (24 F.R. 3564). The deter¬ 
mination substituted three manufac¬ 
turing plants pursuant to § 943.50(c) of 
the North Texas Order No. 43, as amend¬ 
ed, as a basis for pricing Class II milk 
in place of the four plants listed in 
§911.51(b)(l). This became necessary 
because two of the four plants have dis¬ 
continued receiving ungraded milk and 
the small volume of ungraded milk 
handled by the remaining two plants 
doe. not provide an adequate basis for 
properly reflecting the value of milk used 
in the manufacture of dairy products.# 

In view of the above-described condi¬ 
tions, it is concluded that the proposal 
should be denied, but that the order 
determining an equivalent price for Class 
n milk should be continued in effect. 

6 . The order should be modified with 
respect to dates when a handler who re¬ 
ceives milk from a cooperative associ¬ 
ation. which pays its own members, 
should furnish such association infor¬ 
mation on the volume of milk received 
from its members. 

The present order makes provision 
for a handler to account to a coopera¬ 
tive association for milk received from 
its member producers. The dates speci¬ 
fied, however, often make it impossible 
for a cooperative association to make 
its computations and payments to pro¬ 
ducers on dates specified in the order. 
For example, if a handler does not ac¬ 
count to a cooperative association for 
his receipts of its members’ milk until 
the 13th of the month, the date specified 
in the order when such accounting is due, 
and a week end falls immediately fol¬ 
lowing the 13th, it is often impossible 
for the association to pay its producer 
members on the 15th, the date specified 
in the order for settlement for the pre¬ 
vious month’s milk. 

The proponent producers’ association 
testified that this condition could be 
alleviated if each handler who receives 
milk from a cooperative association 
which collects payments for its members 
furnished each such association, on or 
before the 20th of each month, informa¬ 
tion on the daily and total pounds of 
milk received from each of the associa¬ 
tion’s member producers for the first 15 
days of the month and, on or before the 
5th day after the end of each month, 
such information for the 16th through 
the end of the month. 

No testimony was offered in opposition 
to the proposal. 

e , It( conc *uded that the proposal 
should be adopted. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con - 
Jm i0TlS ' Briefs and proposed findings 
ana conclusions were filed on behalf of 
ertam interested parties in the market. 
., M e f e brie ^ s * Proposed findings and con- 

usions and the evidence in the record 
were considered in making the findings 
SS C ? r l? usions set forth above. To the 
rrrf i ,suggested findings and 
w C U ? ons interested parties are 

insistent with the findings and con¬ 


clusions set forth herein, the requests 
to make such findings or reach such 
conclusions are denied for the reasons 
previously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest: and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the han¬ 
dling of milk in the same manner as, 
and will be applicable only to persons in 
the respective classes of industrial and 
commercial activities specified in, a 
marketing agreement upon which a 
hearing has been held; 

Recommended marketing agreement 
and order amending the order. The fol¬ 
lowing order amending the order regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the Texas 
Panhandle marketing area is recom¬ 
mended as the detailed and appropriate 
means by which the foregoing conclu¬ 
sions may be carried out. The recom¬ 
mended marketing agreement is not in¬ 
cluded in this decision because the 
regulatory provisions thereof would be 
the same as those contained in the order, 
as hereby proposed to be amended: 

1. Amend § 911.6 to read as follows: 

§911.6 Texas Panhandle marketing 
area. 

‘ Texas Panhandle marketing area”, 
hereinafter called the "marketing area", 
means all of the territory within the 
counties of Armstrong, Briscoe, Carson, 
Childress. Collingsworth, Dallas. Deaf 
Smith, Donley, Gray, Hall, Hansford, 
Hartley, Hemphill, Hutchinson, Moore, 
Oldham, Ochiltree, Potter, Randall. Rob¬ 
erts. Sherman, Swisher, and Wheeler, all 
in the State of Texas, and Beckham in 
the State of Oklahoma. 

2. Amend § 911.12 to read as follows: 
§911.12 Handler. 

"Handler” means (a) any person in his 
capacity as the operator of one or more 
distributing or supply plants, (b) any co¬ 
operative association with respect to the 


milk of producers diverted by the asso¬ 
ciation for its own account from a pool 
plant to a nonpool plant, or (c) any co¬ 
operative association with respect to the 
milk of its member producers which it 
causes to be delivered directly from the 
farm to the pool plant of another han¬ 
dler in a tank truck owned and operated 
by, or under contract to, such cooperative 
association, if the cooperative associa¬ 
tion notifies the market administrator 
and the handler to whom the milk is de¬ 
livered in writing that it wishes to be¬ 
come the handler for such milk. The 
cooperative association shall be consid¬ 
ered the handler for such bulk tank milk, 
effective the first day of the month fol¬ 
lowing receipt of such notice, and milk so 
delivered shall be deemed to have been 
received by the cooperative association 
at a pool plant at the location of the pool 
plant to which it is delivered. 

§911.41 L Amendment] 

3. In § 911.41(b) (4), substitute a colon 
for the period and add the following pro¬ 
viso: “Provided, That with respect to 
milk for which a cooperative association 
is the handler pursuant to 5 911.12(c), 
shrinkage incurred., shall be allocated to 
the cooperative association in an amount 
not to exceed 0.5 percent of the total 
receipts of skim milk and butterfat in 
such milk and the pool plant to which it 
is delivered for processing shall be al¬ 
located shrinkage incurred in an amount 
not to exceed one and one-half percent 
of the total pounds of skim milk and 
butterfat in such milk." 

§ 911.44 tAmendment] 

4. In §911.44 (c) and (d), substitute 
the figure "350” for the figure "300”. 

§911.53 [Amendment] 

5. In §911.53, under "Rate per hun¬ 
dredweight (cents) ” substitute the figure 
"15.0” for "35.0” and the figure ”1.5” for 
"1.6”. 

§911.80 [Amendment] 

6. Amend § 911.80(c) by adding the 
following new subparagraph (3): 

(3) Each handler who receives milk 
from a cooperative association which 
collects payments for its members pur¬ 
suant to subparagraph (1) of this para¬ 
graph shall, on or before the 20th of each 
month, furnish such association infor¬ 
mation showing the daily apd total 
pounds milk received from each of the 
association’s member producers for the 
first fifteen days of such month and. on 
or before the fifth day after the end 
of each month, such information for the 
16th through the end of such month. 

§ 911.82 [Amendment] 

7. In § 911.82, under "Rate per hun¬ 
dredweight (cents)", substitute the 
figure "15.0" for "35.0” and the figure 
"1.5” for "1.6”. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., this 12th 
day of June 1959. 

Roy W. Lennartson, 

Deputy Administrator. 

[Fit. Doc. 59-5009; Filed. June 16. 1959; 

8:46 ajQ.] 
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


17 CFR Part 927 1 

(Docket NO. AO—71-A38J 

MILK IN NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY 
MILK MARKETING AREA 

Notice of Extension of Time for Filing 
Exceptions to Recommended Deci¬ 
sion to Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937. as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et 
seq.), and the applicable rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure governing the for¬ 
mulation of marketing agreements and 
marketing orders (7 CFR Part 900). 
notice is hereby given that the time for 
filing exceptions to the recommended 
decision with respect to the proposed 
amendments to the tentative marketing 
agreement and to the order regulating' 
the handling of milk in the New York- 
New Jersey milk marketing area, which 
was issued April 30, 1959 (24 F.R. 

3608). is hereby further extended in¬ 
definitely from June 15, 1959, to a date 
to be announced. 

Dated: June 12,1959. 

Roy W. Lennartson. 
Deputy Ad77iinistrator. 

[FJFL Doc. 59-5008; Filed, June 16, 1959; 
8:46 ft.m.J 


Commodity Exchange Authority 
[ 17 CFR Part 1 1 

EMPLOYMENT OF PERSONS TO 
WHOM TRADING PRIVILEGES 
HAVE BEEN DENIED OR WHOSE 
REGISTRATIONS HAVE BEEN SUS¬ 
PENDED OR REVOKED 

Notice of Extension of Time to Submit 
Written Statements 

On May 28,1959, there appeared in the 
Federal Register (24 F.R. 4307) a notice 
that the Secretary of Agriculture was 
considering the issuance of a regulation 
<$ 1.49) concerning the employment, by 
futures commission merchants or mem¬ 
bers of contract markets, of persons to 
whom trading privileges had been denied 
or whose registrations had been sus¬ 
pended or revoked by order of the Secre¬ 
tary of Agriculture. 

The time for submission of written 
statements with respect to the proposed 
regulation will expire June 17, 1959. and 
it is deemed advisable to extend the 
same. Such statements may be sub¬ 
mitted at any time up to and including 
June 29, 1959. 

Issued this 12th day of June 1959. 

Rodger R. Kauffman. 

Administrator, 

Commodity Exchange Authority . 

(F.R. Doc. 59-4991; Filed. June 16. 1959; 

8:48 a.m.l 


[ 17 CFR Part 3 3 

SPECIAL PROVISIONS APPLICABLE 
TO COTTON 

Reporting by Exchange Clearing 
Members on Form 300 

Pursuant to section 4 of the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 5 
U.S.C. 1003), notice is hereby given that 
the Secretary of Agriculture, under au¬ 
thority contained in sections 5(b), and 
8 a(5) of the Commodity Exchange Act 
(7 U.S.C. 7(b), 12a(5)), is considering 
the amendment of § 3.02 of the regula¬ 
tions under the Commodity Exchange 
Act, to read substantially as follows: 

§ 3.02 Time and place of filing reports 
on Form 300. 

Unless otherwise authorized in writ¬ 
ing by the Commodity Exchange Author¬ 
ity upon good cause shown, reports re¬ 
quired to be made on Form 300 shall be 
filed in the office of the Commodity Ex¬ 
change Authority in the city where the 


contract market covered by the report 
is located as soon as possible after the 
close of the market on each business day 
and not later than thirty (30) minutes 
before the official opening of the market 
on the next following business day. or 
9:30 a.m. on such following business day, 
whichever is earlier. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten statements for consideration in con¬ 
nection with the proposed amendment 
to the regulations should file the same 
with the Administrator, Commodity Ex¬ 
change Authority. United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington 25. 
D.C., within twenty (20) days after the 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Issued this 12th day of June 1959. 

Rodger R. Kauffman, 
Administrator . 

Commodity Exchange Authority. 

I F.R. Doc. 59-4990; Filed. June 10. 1959; 

8:48 a.m.] 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Bureau of Customs 

| AA 643.3] 

PORTLAND CEMENT FROM 
NORWAY 

Purchase Price; Foreign Market Value 

June 12, 1959. 

Pursuant to section 201(b) of the Anti¬ 
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 160(b)). notice is hereby given 
that there is reason to believe or suspect, 
from information presented to me, that 
the purchase price of Portland cement 
from Norway is less or likely to be less 
than the foreign market value, as de¬ 
fined by sections 203 and 205, respec¬ 
tively. of the Antidumping Act. 1921, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 162 and 164). 

Customs officers are being authorized 
to withhold appraisement of entries of 
Portland cement from Norway pursuant 
to § 14.9 of the Customs Regulations (19 
CFR 14.9). 

[seal! • D. B. Strubinger, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs . 

I F.R. Doc. 59-5006; FUed. June 16, 1959; 

8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 
11-231 

UTAH 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 

June 5,1959. 

The United States Department of Agri¬ 
culture has filed an application, Serial 


No. U-029265, for the withdrawal of the 
lands described below, from location and 
entry under tire public land laws, in¬ 
cluding the general mining laws and the 
mineral leasing laws. 

The applicant desires the withdrawal 
of the land that the Forest Service may 
exercise such controls as are necessary 
to permit uses which are not compatible 
with the objectives of that agency in 
maintaining and protecting scenic areas. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, persons 
having cause may present their objec¬ 
tions' in w’riting to the undersigned of¬ 
ficial of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment. P.O. Box 777, Salt Lake City 10, 
Utah. ... 

If circumstances warrant, a puouc 
hearing will be held at a convenient 
time and place which will be announced^ 

The determination of the Secretary or 
the Interior on the application will oe 
published in the Federal Register, a 
separate notice will be sent to each inter¬ 
ested party of record. 

The lands requested for withdrawal 
are as follows: 

Salt Lake Meridian. Utah 


UINTA NATIONAL FOREST 

cbo Loop Highway (Utah No. 11) Highway 
Roadside Zone 

A strip of land 200 feet wide on each slde of 
le center line of the Nebo Loop H g 
Trough the following legal subdhlslons. 

10 S.. R. 2 E.. 

Sec. 2: NWifcSWft: 

Sec. 3: Lots 1, 2. SEV 4 NE 14 ; 

S£"u?*Si8An». rn. ■*»-»• 

ai B “' 4: 8w/.KEi i . «*«««■ »HM. 

SW (4 SW14. se 14 SE 14 ; 

Sec. 14: NE 1 / 4 .N'4SEli: 

Sec. 34: SE 14HE 14 • SEl.: 

Sec.35:SViN14.N14Sl,. 
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T. 10S..R3E., 

Sec. 19: (unsurveyed); 

Sec.30: (unsurveyed): 

See.31: (unsurveyed). 

T.11S..R.2E., 

Sec. 3: Lots 3. 4. N^SW«/ 4l SEftSW^. 
SWUSE^i; 

Sec. 10: NWV4NE14. S>4NE»4. SEV4: 

Sec. 15: N&NEfc. SW^NE^, SE>4NW»4, 
N* 2 SW»4.SW‘;SW«/ 4 ; 

Sec.16: SEV4SEV4; , 

Sec. 20: E&SEft; 

Sec. 21: NEV 4 NE’4, S&NEV4. SE \\ NW%. 

Ny 2 swy 4 : 

Sec. 22: NWy 4 NW!4; 

Sec. 28: S&NW&. N&SW!4, SE&SWtf, 
sw^SEVi; 

Sec. 29: NE »/ 4 NE %. S»/> NE V4; 

Sec. 33: NE Va . NE y 4 NW %, NE % SE *4 ; 

Sec. 34: WV 2 SWy 4 . 

T 12S..R. 2E., 

Sec. 2: WV a SW>4: - 

Sec. 3: Lot 4. 8%N%. NE>4SWy;, N|4SE«:,, 

se> 4 se&: 

Sec. 10: E*4NE*4,^>E \\ SW\\, SE; 

Sec. 11: w&Wfc: 

Sec. 15: NW»/ 4 . NW»/ 4 SW«;; 

Sec. 10: SE1/4NEV4. SEV4; 

Sec.21: W^NEV4.E'/ 2 W^: 

Sec. 28: EVfeW»4, SWViSWft; 

Sec. 32: NE*4NE\\, S^NE^, N»/ 2 SE>4. 

S W V 4 SE l / 4 ; 

Sec. 33 . Lots 4. 5. 

The above area aggregates 1,915 acres. 
Salt Creek Spur-Nebo Loop Highway Roadside 
Zone 

A strip of land 200 feet wide on each side of 
the center line of the Salt Creek Spur-Nebo 
Loop Highway through the following legal 

subdivisions: 

T. 12S., R.2E., 

Sec.8: E^SW#; 

Sec. 16: Wi/ 2 SW&; 

Sec. 17: NW‘/ 4 NE»4, S%NE&, NE> /4 NW«4, 
NEV 4 SE»4; 

Sec. 21: NW>/4NW»4. 

The above area aggregates 121 acres. 

North Fork-American Fork Canyon Highway 
Roadside Zone 

A strip of land 200 feet wide on each side of 
the center line of the North Fork-American 
Fork Canyon Highway through the follow¬ 
ing legal subdivisions: 

T.3S., R. 3 E., 

Sec. 27: Lots 3. 6. 7. 8; 

Sec. 28: Lots 7. 11, SE^SE^; 

Sec. 32: SE * 4 NE \' A , SE % l 
T 4*S R NW!4NE»4, NW*4. NWV4SWV4, 

T.^S R 3 E E 2NE,/4,NE,/4SE1/4 - 
Sec. 5: Lots 2. 3, 4, 5. 6, 7, 8. 9, SE', 4 NW> 4 ; 
S«c.7: SViSE^; 

Sec. 8: NW»/ 4 . NW»4SW>4; 

Sec 18: Lots 3, 4, W‘/ 2 NE»4. SEV 4 NW»4, 

E^swy,; 

See. 19: Lots 1,2. 

The above area aggregates 557 acres. 
Silver Lake Spur Highway Roadside Zone 
A atrip of land 200 feet wldfe on each 4 side 
Hj center hne of the Silver Lake Spur 
divisions • thr0Ugh the followin S le 8 al sub- 
T -4S.. R. 2 E.. 


■ O Cl., 

5. 9. 12, SEKNWV4. E'/jSWK. 

8W V«ne*4. m 

The above area aggregates 218 acres. 

Val B. Richman, 
State Supervisor. 

l F H Doc. 59-4985; Filed. June 16. 1959; 
8:48 a.m.J 
No. 118 -* 
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LOUISIANA 

Notice of Filing of Plat of Survey 

June 11, 1959. 

Notice is given that the plat of de¬ 
pendent resurvey and extension survey of 
the following described lands accepted 
April 14, 1959. will be officially filed in 
the Eastern States Land Office. Bureau 
of Land Management, Department of the 
Interior. Washington 25, D.C., effective 
^ 10:00 a.m., on July 17, 1959. 

Louisiana Meridian, Louisiana 

T. 17 N., R. 10 W.. 

Sec. 14. Lot 6. 20.70 acrfcs; 

Sec. 14. Lot 7,3.65 acres; 

Sec. 14, Lot 8, 47.08 acres; 

Sec. 14. Lot 9. 5.06 acres; 

Sec. 14, Lot 10, 47,27 acres; 

Sec. 14, Lot 11, 33.86 acres; 

Sec. 14, Lot 12.14.22 acres; 

Sec. 14. Lot 13.0.26 acre: 

Sec. 14. Lot 14. 20.16 acres; 

Sec. 14, Lot 15.1.60 acres; 

Sec. 23, Lot 1, 20.11 acres. 

This plat represents the dependent re¬ 
survey of sections 14 and 23 as shown 
upon the plat approved May 18.1842, the 
reestablishment of the lines and corners 
of those sections in their true original 
positions according to the best available 
evidence of the original corners, and an 
extension survey of lands erroneously 
omitted from the original survey and not 
shown on said plat. 

The lands in above township and range 
were withdrawn on Dec. 15. 1908, by the 
Secretary of the Interior from all dis¬ 
posal and by Executive Order of July 2, 
1910, were placed in Petroleum Reserve 
No. 4. 

Anyone having a valid settlement or 
right to any of the lands initiated prior 
to the date of withdrawal of the land 
should assert the same within three 
months from the date on which the plat 
is officially filed by filing an application 
under appropriate public land law set¬ 
ting forth all facts relevant thereto. 

All inquiries relating to the lands 
should be addressed to the Manager. 
Eastern States Land Office. Bureau of 
Land Management, Department of the 
Interior, Washington 25, D.C. 

H. K. Scholl. 

Manager. 

|F.R. Doc. 59-4986; Filed, June 16. 1959; 

,3:48 a.m.J 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 

INDIAN LANDS AND MINERALS; CER¬ 
TAIN LAND TRANSACTIONS 

[Order 551, Arndt. 52J 

Delegation of Authority 

Order 551, as amended, is further 
amended by addition of a new section 
under the heading Functions Relating to 
Indian Lands and Minerals to read as 
follows: 

Sec. 33. Certain land transactions. 
Crow Creek Sioux arid Lower Brule Sioux 
Reservations, South Dakota; and Stand¬ 


ing Rock Sioux Reservation in North 
Dakota and South Dakota, (a) The 
purchase of land or interest in land, the 
sale of tribally owned land and the parti¬ 
tion or sale of individually owned land 
for the benefit of Indians of the Stand¬ 
ing Rock. Crow Creek and Lower Brule 
Sioux Reservations as provided in sec¬ 
tion 11 of the Act of September 2, 1958 
<72 Stat. 1762) ; section 6 of the Act of 
September 2, 1958 (72 Stat. 1766) ; and 
section 6 of the Act of September 2, 1958 
<72 Stat. 1773). 

(b) The representation of any Indian 
owner who is a minor, or who is non 
compos mentis or under any other legal 
disability or any Indian who cannot be 
located, as variously provided in the por¬ 
tions of the acts cited in paragraph <a) 
of this section. 

<c) The authority delegated in para¬ 
graphs (a) and <b) of this section does 
not include the issuance of patents. 

Glenn L. Emmons, 
Commissioner. 

June 11. 1959. 

[F.R. Doc. 59-4999: Filed. June 16. 1959; 

8:49 a.m.J 


[Phoenix Area Office Redelegation Order 1, 
Arndt. 3) * 

SUPERINTENDENT, UINTAH AND 
OURAY AGENCY 

Redelegation of Authority 

Order 1, as amended, is further 
amended by the addition of a new part 
and one new section, to read as follows: 

Part 3— Authority of Specifically* 
Designated Employees 

FUNCTIONS RELATING TO SPECIFIC 
LEGISLATION 

Section 3.364. Authority under Act of 
August 27. 1954 (68 Stat. 868). The 
Superintendent. Uintah and Ouray 
Agency, may exercise authority with re¬ 
spect to those matters in sections 12 and 
22 of Public Law 671 <68 Stat. 868 >. 

Glenn L. Emmons. 
Commissioner. 

[F.R. Doc. 59-5000; Filed. June 16. 1959; 
8:49 a.m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Commodity Stabilization Service 
SUGARCANE IN LOUISIANA 

Notice of Hearing on Wages and 
Prices and Designation of Presiding 
Officers 

Pursuant to the authority contained 
in subsections (c)<l) and (c) (2) of sec¬ 
tion 301 of the Sugar Act of 1948. as 
amended <61 Stat. 929; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 
1131), and in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure applicable to 
wage and price proceedings (7 CFR 802.1 
et seq), notice is hereby given that a 
public hearing will be held in Thibodaux, 
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Louisiana, in the Grand Theatre on July 
30. 1959, beginning at 9 a.m. 

The purpose of such hearing is to re¬ 
ceive evidence likely to be of assistance 
to the Secretary of Agriculture in de¬ 
termining (1), pursuant to the provisions 
of section 301(c)(1) of said Act, fair 
and reasonable wage rates for persons 
employed in the harvesting of the 1959 
crop of sugarcane, and in the production 
and cultivation of sugarcane during the 
calendar year 1960, and (2). pursuant 
to the provisions of section 301(0(2) of 
said Act. fair and reasonable prices for 
the 1959 crop of sugarcane to be paid, 
under either purchase or toll agreements, 
by producers who process sugarcane 
grown by other producers and who apply 
for payments under the Act. 

In the interest of obtaining the best 
possible information, all interested per¬ 
sons are requested to appear at the hear¬ 
ing to express their views and present 
appropriate data in regard to wages and 
prices. While testimony on all pertinent 
points is desired, it is especially re¬ 
quested that witnesses be prepared to 
offer information and recommendations 
on the following matters regarding fail- 
prices for sugarcane: 

Season's average prices for raw siLgar 
and molasses. The 1958 crop determi¬ 
nation provided the period October 10. 
1958 through February 26, 1959 for de- 
teilnining the season’s average price of 
raw sugar or blackstrap molasses. What 
period will provide an equitable basis 
for pricing the 1959 crop? 

Salvage sugarcane. The 1958 crop de¬ 
termination provided that the price for 
salvage sugarcane be determined in the 
same manner used by the processor for 
the 1957 crop or that the processor and 
producer might agree upon a different 
method of settlement upon written ap¬ 
proval of the Louisiana State Committee. 
What methods of settlement for salvage 
sugarcane were used by processors dur¬ 
ing the 1958 crop and which of the 
methods is most equitable to producers 
and processors. 

Freight differentials. The 1958 crop 
determination provided for deductions 
from the average raw sugar price upon 
which sugarcane payments are based to 
recognize differences in the freight costs 
for shipping raw sugar from the raw 
sugar mill to New Orleans refiners. Are 
the amounts of such freight differentials 
equitable considering current freight 
costs on raw sugar? 

Frozen sugarcane. The 1958 crop de¬ 
termination provided with respect to 
frozen sugarcane, not otherwise defined 
as salvage sugarcane, that because of 
decreased boiling house efficiency deduc¬ 
tions could be made from the payment 
for such frozen sugarcane at rates not 
in excess of 1.5 percent of the payment 
for each 0.1 cc of acidity above 2.5 cc 
but not in excess of 4.75 cc. No payment 
for sugar was required for sugarcane 
containing acidity in excess of 4.75 cc. 
Would a tolling arrangement or some 
other basis be a more practical method 
of handling frozen sugarcane than ap¬ 
plying deductions for excess acidity? If 
so, what standards should be established? 

The hearing, after being called to 
order at the time and place mentioned 


herein, may be continued from day to 
day within the discretion of the presiding 
officers and may be adjourned to a later 
day or to a different place without notice 
other than the announcement thereof 
at the hearing by the presiding officers. 

Ward S. Stevenson and Charles F. 
Denny are hereby designated as presid¬ 
ing officers to conduct either jointly or 
severally the foregoing hearing. 

Issued this 11th day of June 1959. 

Lawrence Myers, 
Director, Sugar Division, 
Commodity Stabilization Service 

[F.R. Doc. 69-5010; Filed. June 16, 1959; 

8:46 a.m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Federal Maritime Board 

ALASKA STEAMSHIP CO. 

Notice of Tentative Findings Justifying 
the Continuance of Bareboat Char¬ 
ter Covering 3 Cl— M—AVI Type 
and 1 R1-M-AV1 Type Govern¬ 
ment-Owned Vessels 

Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Maritime Board has tentatively found, 
in accordance with section 5(e) (i). Mer¬ 
chant Ship Sales Act of 1946, as 
amended, that conditions exist justifying 
the continuance of the bareboat charters 
covering the government-owned Cl-M- 
AV1 type vessels “Coastal Monarch,’* 
“Coastal Nomad,** and “Coastal Ram¬ 
bler” and R1-M-AV3 type vessel “Pali- 
sana” presently under charter to Alaska 
Steamship Company, which are due for 
annual review on or about June 30, 1959. 

Any interested person may request a 
hearing with respect to the Board’s find¬ 
ings by filing written objections, in trip¬ 
licate, stating the reasons therefor, with 
the Secretary, Federal Maritime Board, 
Washington 25, D.C., by close of business 
on June 26, 1959. 

The findings will become final if no 
objection thereto or no request for a 
hearing is received. 

Dated: June 15, 1959. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

[sealI James L. Pimper, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 59-5050; Filed, June 16, 1959; 

• 8:52 a.m.J 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. G-186881 

JAKE L. HAMON ET AL. 

Order for Hearing and Suspending 
Proposed Changes in Rates 

June 10, 1959. 

Jake L. Hamon (Operator) et al. 
(Hamon) on May 11, 1959, tendered for 
filing a proposed change in his presently 
effective rate schedule 1 for sales of nat¬ 


1 Present rate is In effect subject to refund 
in Docket No. G-13909. 


ural gas subject to the jurisdiction of 
the Commission. The proposed change, 
which constitutes increased rates and 
charges, is contained in the following 
designated filing: 

Description: Notice of Change. Undated. 
Purchaser: Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corporation. 

Rate schedule designation: Supplement 
No. 5 to Hamon’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 13. 

Effective date: June 11. 1959 (effective date 
is the first day after the required thirty days’ 
notice). 

In support of the proposed increased 
rate, Hamon cites the contract provision 
for the periodic increase and submits a 
development and operating cost and pay¬ 
out analysis for the leases covered by the 
rate schedule showing a net operating 
loss during the past three-year period. 
Hamon further states that on the basis 
of the proposed increased rate his invest¬ 
ment will never be recovered and that the 
going price for gas in the area is in excess 
of the proposed rate. 

The increased rates and charges so 
proposed have-not been shown to be 
justified, and may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able, unduly discriminatory, or preferen¬ 
tial. or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon a hearing concerning the 
lawfulness of the said proposed changes, 
and that Supplement No. 5 to Hamon’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 13 be sus¬ 
pended and the use thereof deferred as 
hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing be held 
upon a date to be fixed by notice from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the proposed rates and charges con¬ 
tained in Supplement No. 5 to Hamon s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 13. 

(B) Pending such hearing and deci¬ 
sion thereon, said supplement be and it 
hereby is suspended and the use thereof 
deferred until November 11, 1959, and 
thereafter until such further time as it 
is made effective in the manner pre¬ 
scribed by the Natural Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of, or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

i D) Interested State commissions may 
participate as provided by §§ 18 and 
1.37(f) of the Commission’s rules oi 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 an 
1.37(f)). 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride. 

Secretary. 

IFR. Doc. 59-4976; Filed. June 16, 1959; 
8:46 a.m.J 
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| Docket Noe. G-18690. G-186911 

BRADLEY PRODUCING CORP. ET AL. 

Order for Hearing and Suspending 
Proposed Changes in Rates 1 

June 10, 1959. 

In the matters of the Bradley Pro¬ 
ducing Corporation (Operator) et Vl., 
Docket No. G-18690; Edwin G. Bradley 
(Operator) et al.. Docket No. G-18691. 

The proposed changes hereinafter 
designated, which constitute increased 
rates and charges in presently effective 
rate schedules for sales of natural gas 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com¬ 
mission. have been tendered for filing by 
the above-named Respondents. In each 
filing the purchaser is Colorado Inter¬ 
state Gas Company. " / 


In support of its increase, the Brad¬ 
ley Producing Corporation submits copies 
of the agreement redetermining the price 
and states that such price is consistent 
with the contract and with prevailing 
prices in the area, is necessary to offset 
increasing costs and the decreasing value 
of money, and is just and reasonable. 
No support is offered by Edwin G. Brad¬ 
ley except his submittal of copies of the 
price redetermination agreement and 
his statement that the redetermined 
price is in accordance with the contract. 

The increased rates and charges so 
proposed have not been shown to be 
justified, and may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able. unduly discriminatory or prefer¬ 
ential, or otherwise unlawful. 


Rosi>ondont 

Rate 
sched¬ 
ule No. 

Supple¬ 

ment 

No. 

Notice of 
changes 
dated— 

Date 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

Rate sus¬ 
pended and 
de'erred 
until— 

l. The Bradley Producing Corp. (ojier- 

ator), ot al... 

5 

7 

5-11-59 

5- 12-50 

6- 12-59 

■ 6-12-59 
* 6-12-59 

11-12-50 

11-12-59 

2. Edwin 0. Bradley (operator), et al_ 

1 

6 

5-11-50 


* Tbe stated effective date Is the first day after tbe rt*Mulml thirty days’ notice. 


The Commission finds; It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon hearings concerning the 
lawfulness of the several proposed 
changes and that the designated supple¬ 
ments to Respondents* PPC Gas Rate 
Schedules be suspended and the use 
thereof deferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), public hearings shall be 
held upon dates t6 be fixed by notices 
from the Secretary concerning the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed increased rates 
and charges contained in the designated 
supplements to Respondents’ FPC Gas 
Rate Schedules. 

<B) Pending hearing and decision 
thereon, each of the said supplements are 
hereby suspended and the use thereof 
deferred until the date specified in the 
“Rate Suspended and Deferred Until” 
column, and until such further time as it 
is made effective in the manner pre¬ 
scribed by the Natural Gas Act. 

<C) None of the several supplements 
hereby suspended, nor the rate schedules 
sought to be altered thereby, shall be 
changed until the relevant proceeding 
has been disposed of or until the appli- 
imi e I)erio< * °* suspension has expired, 
unless otherwise ordered by the Commis- 


toterested State commissions m 
fSSfJWto ^ provided by §§1.8 a 
u) of the Commission’s rules of pra 


does not provide foi 
the for hear| ng or disposltl 

shonirf'!? 1 ? 1 matters covered herein 
8 *ould it be so construed. 


tice and procedure (18 CPR 1.8 or 
1.37(f)). 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

(PR. Doc. 59-4979; Filed, June 16. 1959; 
8:47 a.ra.J 


[Docket No. G-18G93J 

SINCLAIR OIL & GAS CO. ET AL. 

Order for Hearing and Suspending 
Proposed Changes in Rates 

June 10, 1959. 

Sinclair Oil & Gas Company et al. 
<Sinclair) on May 13, 1959, tendered for 
filing proposed changes in its presently 
effective rate schedules for sales of natu¬ 
ral gas subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission. The proposed changes, 
which constitute increased rates and 
charges, are contained in the following 
designated filings: 

Description: Notices of Change, dated May 
11. 1959. 

Purchaser: Tennessee Gas Transmission 
Company. 

Rate schedule designations: Supplement 
No. 8 to Sinclair's FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 68. Supplement No. 11 to Sinclair's 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 69. 

Effective dates: June 13. 1959 (effective 
dates are those proposed by Sinclair.) 

The contracts provide for price rede¬ 
termination at five-year intervals, the 
next such interval commencing Decem¬ 
ber 17, 1959. However. Sinclair submits 
letter agreements dated January 26. 
1959, which provide that the price for 
the next five-year period is to be deter¬ 
mined effective as of January 1, 1959. in 
lieu of December 17. 1959. Sinclair also 
submitted letter agreements dated Jan¬ 


uary 27. 1959, providing for a redeter¬ 
mined rate for dehydrated gas, the rate 
being the arithmetic average of the three 
highest prices paid by transporters of 
gas in District No. 3, adjusted to reflect 
the necessary dehydration charge. Sin¬ 
clair makes no statement in support of 
the proposed increases other than citing 
the applicable contract provisions. 

The increased rates and charges so 
proposed have not been shown to be 
justified and may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able, unduly discriminatory, or prefer¬ 
ential, or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds; It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Com¬ 
mission enter upon a hearing concerning 
the lawfulness of the proposed changes 
and that Supplement No. 8 to Sinclair’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 68 and Sup¬ 
plement No. 11 to Sinclair’s FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 69 be suspended and 
the use thereof deferred as hereinafter 
ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

• (A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I). a public hearing shall be 
held upon a date to be fixed by notice 
from the Secretary concerning the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed increased rates 
and charges contained in Supplement 
No. 8 to Sinclair’s FPC Gas Rate Sched¬ 
ule No. 68 and Supplement No. 11 to 
Sinclair’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 69. 

(B) Pending the healing and decision 
thereon, these supplements are each 
hereby suspended and the use thereof 
deferred until November 13, 1959, and 
until such further time as they are made 
effective in the manner prescribed by the 
Natural Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby shall-be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

< D) Interested State commissions may 
participate as provided by §§1.8 and 
1.37(f) of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 
1.37(f)). 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary, 

[F.R. Doc. 69-4977; Filed, June 16, 1959; 

8:46 o.m.J 


(Docket No. G-l86951 

CYPRUS OIL CORP. ET AL. 

Order for Hearing and Suspending 
Proposed Change in Rate 

June 10, 1959. 

Cyprus Oil Corporation (Operator) 
et al. (Cyprus) on May 14, 1959, ten- 
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dered for filing a proposed change in 
its presently effective rate schedule for 
the sale of natural gas subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission. The 
proposed change, which constitutes an 
increased rate and charge, is contained 
in the following designated filings: 

Description: Notice of Change, undated. 
Purchaser: Texas Gas Corporation. 

Rate schedule designation: Supplement 
No. 1 to Cyprus’ FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 1. 

Effective date: June 14. 1959 (effective date 
is the first day after the required thirty 
days’ notice). 

The contract provides for price rede¬ 
termination at the.option of the.seller 
for the five-year period commencing 
June 1, 1959. Pursuant to this provi¬ 
sion, seller and buyer executed a letter 
agreement dated December 18, 1958 
(submitted as part of the rate change) 
providing for the rate for nondehy- 
drated gas. The redetermined rate is 
an arithmetical average of the three 
highest prices paid by transporters of gas 
in District No. 3, adjusted to reflect the 
necessary dehydration charge. 

In support of its proposed increased 
rate, Cyprus states that the pricing pro¬ 
visions of the contract were negotiated 
at arm's length and are an integral part 
of the contract price; such pricing pro¬ 
visions are common in long-term con¬ 
tracts and are necessary to protect seller 
against inflation; and the proposed price 
is less than the price allowed by the 
Commission to other producers under 
recently negotiated contracts in the 
same area. 

The increased rates and charges pro¬ 
posed have not been shown to be justi¬ 
fied. and may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Com¬ 
mission enter upon a hearing concerning 
the lawfulness of the said proposed 
change, and that Supplement No. 1 to 
Cyprus* FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 1 be 
suspended and the use thereof deferred 
as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly sections 
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing be held 
upon a date to be fixed by notice from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the proposed increased rate and 
charge contained in Supplement No. 1 
to Cyprus’ FFC Gas Rate Schedule No. 1. 

(B) Pending such hearing arid deci¬ 
sion thereon, said supplement be and it 
is hereby suspended and the use thereof 
deferred until November 14, 1959, and 
thereafter until such further time a& it 
is made effective in the manner pre¬ 
scribed by the Natural Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 


expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(D) Interested State commissions 
may participate as provided by §§1.8 
and 1.37(f) of the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 
1.37(f)). - 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 59-4978: Filed, June 16, 1959; 
8:47 a.m.J 


(Docket Nos. G-18689, G-18694J 

UNION PRODUCING CO. ET AL. 

Order for Hearing and Suspending 
Proposed Changes in Rates 1 

. June 10, 1959. 

In the matters of Union Producing 
Company (Operator) et al., Docket No. 
G-18689; the Superior Oil Company, 
Docket No. G-18694. 

The proposed changes hereinafter 
designated, which constitute increased 
rates and charges in presently effective 
rate schedules for sales of natural gas 
subject to the, jurisdiction of the Com¬ 
mission, have been tendered for filing 
by the above-named Respondents. In 


each filing the purchaser is United Gas 
Pipe Line Company. 

In support of its proposed renegotiated 
increased rates. Union Producing Com¬ 
pany (Operator) et al. (Union) states 
that pipelines desire long-term supplies 
of natural gas and in contracting for 
such long-term supplies recognize the in¬ 
creases in expenses of producers and 
consequently provide for increases in 
prices to producers over the term of the 
contract. Union also states that such 
rising expenses affect it substantially 
since it is engaged in searching for and 
making available a limited and irreplace¬ 
able natural resource. Union further 
states the nature of its operations re¬ 
quires large amounts of risk capital 
which can only be obtained by proper 
incentive through dollar recovery. The 
Superior Oil Company (Superior) sub¬ 
mits as part of the rate charge a con¬ 
tract amendment providing for the 
herein-proposed base rate through the 
period ending July 1, 1962, an increased 
base rate for the succeeding five-year 
period ending July 1, 1967, and a price 
redetermination for the subsequent five- 
year period with a minimum base rate 
stated therein. Superior states that the 
newly negotiated rate is in line with 
other certified rates in South Louisiana 
and Mississippi; and that the proposed 
increased rate was agreed upon after 
arm’s-length bargaining. 


ltcs])omk‘nt 


1. Union_ 

2. l T nltm.. 

3. Union. 

4. Union- 

{^Superior 


Kate 

schedule 

No. 


42 

42 

200 

209 

15 


Supple¬ 

ment 

No. 


Notice of changes dated— 


5-4-59 (supplemental agreement) 

5-8-59... 

5-4-50 (supifleuiental agreement) 

5-8-59.. 

Undated.. 


Date 

tendered 


5-12-59 

5-12-59 

5-12-59 

5-12-59 

5-13-59 


Effective 

date 


»6-12-59 
l 5-12-59 
i 5-12-59 
i 6-12-50 
I 5-13-59 


Rate v 
suspended 
and 

deferred 

until— 


71 - 12 -!# 
11 - 12-59 
11-12-W 
11 — 12-50 
11 - 13-58 


i The staled effective date Is the first day after the required thirty days’ notice, 
i The stated efleeti\c date is that proposed by Res|>ondcnt. 


The increased rates and charges so 
proposed have not been shown to be 
justified, and may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able, unduly discriminatory or preferen¬ 
tial, or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and 
to aid in the enforcement of the provi¬ 
sions of the Natural Gas Act that the 
Commission enter upon hearings con- ' 
ceming the lawfulness of the several 
proposed changes and that the desig¬ 
nated supplements to Respondents* FPC. 
Gas Rate Schedules be suspended and 
the use thereof deferred as hereinafter 
ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), public hearings shall be 
held upon dates to be fixed by notices 
from the Secretary concerning the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed increased rates 


*This order does not provide for the con¬ 
solidation for hearing or disposition of the 
several matters covered herein, nor should 
it be so construed. 


and charges contained in the designated 
supplements to Respondents’ FPC Gas 


Rate Schedules. , . , 

(B) Pending hearing and decision 
;hereon, each of the said supplements 
are hereby suspended and the use there¬ 
of deferred until the date specified in the 
aforementioned “Rate and Deferred Un¬ 
til*’ column, and until such further time 
as it is made effective in the manner 
prescribed by the Natural Gas Act. 

(C) None of the several supplements 
hereby suspended, nor the rate sc J} e ^ u1 ^ 
sought to be altered thereby, shall &e 
changed until the relevant proceeding 
has been disposed of or until the ap¬ 
plicable period of suspension has ex- 

, ^ --ArHprP ri bv the 


Commission. 

(D) Interested State commissions ma> 

participate as provided ° r 

1.37(f) of the Commission's rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure (18 CFR 18 0 


1.37(f)). 


By the Commission. 

JOSEPH H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

IFR. Doc. 59—4980; Filed, June 16. 1959; 
8:47 ajn.J 
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HOUSING AND HOME 
FINANCE AGENCY 

Public Housing Administration 
DELEGATIONS OF FINAL AUTHORITY 
Freeport, Texas 

Section n Delegations of final Author¬ 
ity. is amended as follows: 

Paragraph D9 is amended by adding 
to the list of places shown therein: 
Freeport, Texas 
Approved: June 10,1959. 

I seal 1 Charles E. Slusser . 

Commissioner. 

[F.R Doc. 59-4983; Filed, June 16. 1959; 
8:47 a.m.| 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice 273J 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS 


June 12, 1959. 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car¬ 
riers of property or passengers or brokers 
under sections 206, 209 and 211 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act and certain 
other procedural matter's with respect 
thereto. 

All hearings will be called at 9:30 
o’clock a.m., U.S^.t. (or 9:30 o’clock a.m., 
local d.s.t., unless otherwise specified. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 
or Pre-Hearing Conference 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 19227 (Sub No. 69), filed June 
2. 1959. Applicant: LEONARD BROS. 
TRANSFER & STORAGE CO., INC., 2595 
Northwest 20th Street, Miami. Fla. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: J. Fred Dew- 
Jjurst, Vice President, Leonard Bros. 
Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., 2595 North¬ 
west 20th Street, Miami 42, Fla. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Aircraft and mis- 
sues, and aircraft and missile parts, 
components, materials, supplies and 
equipment, including jato thrust units, 
between Brigham City, Utah, and Seattle 
and Moses Lake, Wash., and Huntsville, 
Aia and Eglin Air Force Base, Florida. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations in Florida, Alabama, Delaware, 
^orgia. Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maryland. Mississippi, New 
Jersey. New York, North Carolina, Ohio, 
FennsyWania, South Carolina, Tennes- 
see. Virgin^, West Virginia, the District 
bla * Texas ’ Connecticut, Maine, 
H^f aC ^ Usett5, Mic hte&n. Missouri, New 
\ViSn^ re ’ Rhode Island, Vermont, 
W 22?? 1, and California. 

of th July 17 ' 1959 - at the Offices 

Commerce Commission, 
Mye^ ngt ° n ’ D ' C ’’ before Examiner Mack 


No. MC 20783 (Sub No. 44>. filed April 
23. 1959. Applicant: TOMPKINS MO¬ 
TOR LINES, INC., 611 Mulberry Street, 
Nashville, Tenn. Applicant’s attprney: 
David Axelrod. 39 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago 3, Ill. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, and meat by¬ 
products, dairy products, and, articles 
distributed by meat packing houses, 
from Montgomery. Ala., to points in 
Virginia. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Tennessee, 
Georgia, North Carolina, Alabama! 
Florida. Georgia, South Carolina, and 
Nebraska. 

HEARING: July 31, 1959, at the Hotel 
Thomas Jefferson, Birmingham, Ala., be¬ 
fore Examiner Herbert L. Hanback. 

No. MC 22195 (Sub No. 71), filed May 
26. 1959. Applicant: DAN S. DUGAN, 
doing business as DUGAN OIL AND 
TRANSPORT CO., P.O. Box 946. 41st 
Street and Granger Avenue, Sioux Falls, 
S Dak. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
and petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, as described in Appendix XIH 
to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, (1) 
from Yankton, S. Dak., and points within 
10 miles thereof, to points in South 
Dakota. Nebraska, Iowa, Minnesota, and 
North Dakota. (2) from Norfolk, Nebr., 
and points within 10 miles thereof, to 
points in South Dakota, Iowa, and Min¬ 
nesota. and rejected shipments of the 
above-described commodities on return. 

HEARING: July 27, 1959, in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building, Second Avenue 
South and Third Street. Minneapolis, 
Minn., before Examiner Allan F Bor- 
roughs. 


No. MC 22195 (Sub No. 72). filed May 
27, 1959. Applicant: DAN S. DUGAN, 
doing business as DUGAN OIL AND 
TRANSPORT CO., 41st Street and 
Grange Avenue, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and 
petroleum products , as described in Ap¬ 
pendix XIII to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209. in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Mar¬ 
shall, Minn., and points within 10 miles 
thereof to points in South Dakota, and 
rejectee r shipments of the above-de¬ 
scribed commodities, on return. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct operations 
in Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, North Da¬ 
kota, and South Dakota, 

HEARING: July 27, 1959, in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building. Second Avenue 
South and Third Street, Minneapolis, 
Minn., before Examiner Allan F. Bor- 
roughs. 

No. MC 25491 (Sub No. 2), filed May 
29.1959. Applicant: DALE E. CURTISS. 
921 East Sixth Street. Blue Earth. Minn. 
Applicant’s representative: A. R. Fowler, 
2288 University Avenue, St. Paul 14, 
Minn. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Farm 
machinery, between Blue Earth, Minn., 
and points within 50 miles thereof, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Canton, 


Chicago, Kewanee, and Rock Falls. Ill. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Illinois, Iowa, and Minnesota. 

HEARING: July 29. 1959, in Room 
926, Metropolitan Building. Second Ave¬ 
nue South and Third Street, Minneapo¬ 
lis. Minn., before Examiner Allan F. 
Borroughs. 

No. MC 29886 (Sub No. 146). filed May 
4. 1959. Applicant: DALLAS k MAVIS 
FORWARDING CO.. INC.. 4000 West 
Sample Street. South Bend. Ind. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Charles Pieroni, 523 
Johnson Building. Muncie, Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Tractors, includ¬ 
ing farm tractors (not including tractors 
with vehicle beds, bed frames or fifth 
wheels), utility trailers designed for the 
transportation of tractors other than 
truck tractors, road construction ma¬ 
chinery and equipment, earth-moving, 
excavating and loading machinery (ex¬ 
cept that which, because of size or 
weight, requires the use of special equip¬ 
ment, and parts and attachments there¬ 
for when transported in the same ve¬ 
hicle, from Racine, Wis., Burlington, 
Iowa, and Rock Island. Ill., to points in 
New Mexico. Wyoming, Colorado, Mon¬ 
tana, Oregon, Idaho, Utah, Washington, 
Arizona. Nevada, California, and Alaska. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations throughout the United States. 

HEARING: July 27, 1959. in Room 852. 
U.S. Custom House. 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 29886 (Sub No. 147) * REPUB¬ 
LICATION) . filed May 4, 1959, published 
in Federal Register June 3. 1959. Page 
No. 4533. Applicant: DALLAS k MAVIS 
FORWARDING CO.. INC., 4000 West 
Sample Street, South Bend, Ind. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Charles M. Pieroni. 
523 Johnson Building, Muncie, Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicles, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Electrically 
powered automotive vehicles, tote trucks, 
fork lift trucks, uncrated, and parts and 
accessories for such vehicles when mov¬ 
ing with the aforementioned commodi¬ 
ties, in truckaway service, from Red¬ 
lands, Calif., to points in the United 
States, including Alaska, and on return, 
such of the aforementioned commodities 
as are being returned to the manufac¬ 
turer for rebuilding, resale, repair or 
which are for demonstration or show 
purposes, or which have been damaged 
or rejected. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations throughout the 
United States. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned July 
28, 1959. at the New Mint Building. 133 
Hermann Street, San Francisco, Calif., 
before Examiner Reece Harrison. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub No. 38). filed May 
22, 1959. Applicant: ALLEN E. KROB- 
LIN, INCORPORATED, doing business 
as KROBLIN REFRIGERATED X- 
PRESS. Sumner, Iowa. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Harold G. Hernly. 1624 Eye 
Street NW.. Washington 6, D.C. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Canned goods, 
from Lawton, Mattawan, and Decatur. 
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Mich., to points in Iowa except Mar¬ 
shalltown, Cedar Palls, Waterloo, Mason 
City, Fort Dodge, Estherville, Des Moines, 
Atlantic, Red Oak, Chariton, Ottumwa, 
and Centerville, and (2) Frozen foods. 
from Lawton, Mattawan, and Decatur, 
Mich., to points in Iowa and Nebraska, 
and empty containers or other such inci¬ 
dental facilities, used in transporting the 
above-described commodities, on return. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper¬ 
ations in Arkansas, Colorado. Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Min¬ 
nesota, Missouri, Nebraska, New York, 
Ohio. Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South 
Dakota, Texas, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 22, 1959, at the Rome 
Hotel. Omaha, Ncbr., before Examiner 
Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 41522 (Sub No. 6), filed 
May 26, 1959. Applicant: RENTON- 
ISSAQUAH AUTO FREIGHT, INC., 
2100 Alaskan Way. Seattle, Wash. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
cerrier, by motor vehicle, transporting: 
General commodities , except commod¬ 
ities in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment (but not including heavy 
machinery, construction materials, and 
such other commodities as require 
specialized handling or rigging because 
of weight or bulk), and except articles 
of unusual value, Class A and B ex¬ 
plosives, and household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, serving as 
off-route points in connection with ap¬ 
plicant’s authorized regular route op¬ 
erations, the Tolt River Dam Site, King 
County, Wash., and points within the 
area in King County, Wash., bounded as 
follows: The areq bounded on the north 
by the northern boundary of the munic¬ 
ipality of Kirkland, as though projected 
easterly to its junction with Washington 
Highway 2; Bounded on the east as 
follows: Southerly on Washington High¬ 
way 2 to its junction with the munici¬ 
pality of North Bend, Wash., excepting 
from said area the municipality of Red¬ 
mond, Wash.; Bounded on the south 
as fdllows: Westerly on U.S. Highway 10 
to the eastern shoreline of Lake Wash¬ 
ington; Bounded on the west as follows: 
Northerly along the eastern shoreline of 
Lake Washington to the northern 
boundary of the municipality" of Kirk¬ 
land, Wash., the point of beginning. 
The area bounded on the north as fol¬ 
lows: Beginning at the junction of 
Washington Highway 5 and the bound¬ 
ary of the municipality of Renton, 
thence westerly on Washington High¬ 
way 5 to its junction with 196th Avenue 
SE.; Bounded on the east as follows: 
Southerly on Washington Highway 5 
to its junction with SE. 232d Street; 
Bounded on the south as follows: 
Easterly on SE. 232d Street as though 
projected to Washington Highway 5C: 
and Bounded on the west as follows: 
Northerly on Washington Highway 5C 
to the municipality of Renton. Wash., 
the point of beginning. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations in 
Washington. 

HEARING: July 17, 1959, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, First and Marion 
Streets, Seattle, Wash., before Joint 
Board No. 80. 


No. MC 48388 (Sub No. 40), (REPUB¬ 
LICATION), filed May 11, 1959, pub¬ 
lished June 10, 1959, issue Federal 
Register. Applicant: J. E. FALTIN 
MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, INC., 515 
South Willow Street, Manchester. N.H. 
Applicant’s attorney: Charles F. Riddle, 
1825 Jefferson Place N.W., Washington 6. 
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, trails- ^ 
porting: General commodities. except 
those of unsual value, Class A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment, 
(1) between Portland, Maine, and junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 302 and New Hamp¬ 
shire Highway 16, from Portland over 
U.S. Highway 302 to junction New 
Hampshire Highway 16. and return over 
the same route, serving no intermediate 
or off-route points as an alternate route 
for operating convenience only in con¬ 
nection with applicant’s authorized reg¬ 
ular-route operations. (2) Between 
Portland, Maine, and Gorham. N.H . 
from Portland over Maine Highways 100 
and 26 to Gray. Maine, thence over Maine 
Highway 26 to Bethal, Maine, and thence 
over U.S. Highway 2 to Gorham, N.H.. 
and return over the same route, serving 
no intermediate or off-route points, as 
an alternate route for operating con¬ 
venience only, in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s authorized regular-route opera¬ 
tions. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct regular-route operations in Maine, 
Massachusetts, and New Hampshire, and 
irregular-route operations in Connecti¬ 
cut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Rhode Island, 
and Vermont. 

Note: The purpose of this republication is 
(1) to correct the spelling of applicant’s 
name, and (2) to strike the designation of 
the authorized regular-route termini re¬ 
ferred to as (a) between Berlin and Ports¬ 
mouth. N.H., and (b) between Boston, Mass., 
and Bangor. Maine. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned July 
20, 1959, at the New Hampshire Public 
Service Commission, Concord, N.H., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 114. 

No. MC 50069 (Sub No. 212), filed 
May 20. 1959. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPO¬ 
RATION. 2111 Woodward Avenue, De¬ 
troit 1. Mich. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by, motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Montague, Mich., and 
points within 5 miles thereof, to points 
in Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and Wisconsin. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper¬ 
ation^ in Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois. Indiana. Iowa, Kansas, 
Maine, Maryland. Massachusetts, Michi¬ 
gan. Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska. New 
Hampshire. New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Okla¬ 
homa, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes¬ 
see, Vermont. Virginia, West Virginia, 
and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 29, 1959, in Room 852, 
U.S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago. Ill., before Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks. 


No. MC 61396 (Sub No. 68), filed AprU 
27, 1959. Applicant: HERMAN BROS., 
INC., 711 W.O.W. Building, Omaha, Nebr. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Liquid and 
dry products in bulk, in special equip¬ 
ment, from Crete, Nebr., and points 
within ten miles thereof, to points in 
Iowa. Colorado, Missouri, Kansas, Illi¬ 
nois, and Oklahoma. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in Iowa, 
Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, and South 
Dakota. 

HEARING: July 21, 1959, at the Rome 
Hotel, Omaha. Nebr., before Examiner 
Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 61396 (Sub No. 69), filed May 
29, 1959. Applicant: HERMAN BROS., 
INC., 711 WOW. Building, Omaha. 
Nebr. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petro- 
leum and petroleum products, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, between Norfolk, Nebr., 
and Yankton, S. Dak., and points within 
15 miles of each to points in Nebraska, 
Iowa. Minnesota, North Dakota, and 
South Dakota. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations in Iowa, Kansas, 
Missouri, Nebraska, and South Dakota. 

HEARING: July 27, 1959, at the Rome 
Hotel, Omaha, Nebr., before Examiner 
Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 70172 (Sub No. 3). filed May 
7. 1959. Applicant: BERNARD J. KIRK, 
672 Roosevelt Avenue, Pawtucket. R.I. 
Applicant’s representative: Francis E. 
Nute, 58 Meeting Street, Providence. RX 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Gen¬ 
eral commodities, except those of un¬ 
usual value. Class A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, for 
freight forwarders from terminal to 
terminal only. (2) metal working ma¬ 
chines, specially fabricated parts, acces¬ 
sories and attachments therefor, supplies 
for and products of metal working ma¬ 
chine shops or plants, and (3) empty 
containers or other such incidental 
facilities (not specified) used in trans¬ 
porting the above-specified commodities, 
between Pawtucket and Providence, RX» 
and points in the New York, N.Y.. Com¬ 
mercial Zone as determined by the Com¬ 
mission in 1 M C.C. 665. and those m the 
Commercial Zones of Trenton, N.J.. ana 
Philadelphia, Pa., including New Yoik, 
N.Y., Trenton, N.J., and Philadelphia, 
Pa. Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations in New Jersey, New Yo f ♦ 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Rhoae 

Island. . .. XTot1 . 

HEARING: July 24, 1959. at the New 
Post Office and Court House Building. 
Boston. Mass., before Examiner Davia 

W No. r MC 76264 (Sub No. X8Lfiled 
1. 1959. Applicant: WCTB TRANSFER 
LINE, INC.. U.S. Highway 60-E. 
ville, Ky. Applicant’s attorney:^! 
H. Kinker, Seventh Floor. McClure Bulla 
big. Frankfort. Ky. Authority sought^ 
operate as a common carrier, ^ t . 
vehicle over irregular routes, trs 
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ing: Homogenized reconstituted or recon¬ 
structed tobacco including tobacco par¬ 
tially manufactured by any other similar 
process * but excluding tobacco products 
which are finished and ready for sale to 
consumers, between points in Alabama. 
Florida. Georgia, Illinois. Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky. Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina. 
Ohio. Pennsylvania, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
Wisconsin. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Kentucky. Indi¬ 
ana. Illinois, Ohio. West Virginia, Vir¬ 
ginia. Tennessee, Georgia, North Caro¬ 
lina. South Carolina. Missouri, Florida, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, and Alabama. 

HEARING : July 20. 1959, at the Ken¬ 
tucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky., before Ex¬ 
aminer Leo JC Pellerzi. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub No. 48). filed May 
11. 1959. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., 1935 West Com¬ 
merce Street, P.O. Box 5976, Dallas. Tex. 
Applicant’s attorney: W. T. Brunson, 
Leonhardt Building, Oklahoma City 2, 
Okla. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Trailers 
and semi-trailers, other than house 
trailers, in initial and secondary move¬ 
ments, via truckaway (towaway) service, 
between points in the Kewanee. Ill., 
Commercial Zone, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission. on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Arizona, Arkansas, Cal¬ 
ifornia. Colorado, Idaho, Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky. Kansas, Louisiana. Minnesota, 
Mississippi. Missouri, Montana. Ne¬ 
braska. New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Ohio. Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Washington, 
and Wyoming. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations in Arkansas. Col¬ 
orado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minne¬ 
sota, Mississippi, Missouri. Montana. 
Nebraska. Nevada, New Jersey, New 
Mexico, New York, North Dakota, Ohio, 
Oklahoma. Oregon, Pennsylvania. South 
Dakota. Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington. Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

oJ! EARING: July 28 * 1959 > in Room 
852, U.S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street. Chicago, Ill., before Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks. 

oo N ? ftc MC 92983 (Sub No - 356), filed May 
-8, 1959. Applicant: ELDON MILLER, 
t^C., 330 East Washington, Iowa City. 

Auth ority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
SS" r °utes, transporting: Acids and 
cmicafs. in bulk, from Guttenberg, 
Tinl a, < ai l d 10 miies thereof, to points in 
Ann? S ’ Iowa * Min nesota. and Wisconsin. 
atini lCant * s au thorized to conduct oper- 
Cnmlti? Alabama. Arkansas, Colorado, 
J-flUnecticut, Delaware, District of Co- 
umbia. Florida. Georgia, Illinois. Indi- 
K ? nsas . Kentucky. Louisiana, 
^ aryland . Massachusetts, Michi- 
v VKt Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, 
N( J aska * New Ham Pshire, New Jersey. 
OhL °^* North Carolina, North Dakota. 
M °^ ahom a, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
S ° Uth Ca rolina, South Dakota. 
Ww Texas * Vermont. Virginia. 

Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 


HEARING: July 29. 1959, in Room 852, 
U.S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 92983 (Sub No. 357), filed June 
1. 1959. Applicant: ELDON MILLER, 
INC., 330 East Washington, Iowa City. 
Iowa. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles. (1) 
between points in Illinois, and St. Louis 
and Louisiana, Mo., and Milwaukee. Wis., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Michigan, Indiana, Ohio and 
Kentucky, and (2) from points in Illinois, 
and St. Louis and Louisiana, Mo., and 
Milwaukee, Wis., to points in Delaware, 
Maryland, New Jersey, New York 
Pennsylvania, Virginia. West Virginia’, 
and the District of Columbia. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in 
Alabama. Arizona. Arkansas, Colorado, 
Connecticut. Florida, Georgia, Illinois, 
Iowa, Indiana. Kansas. Kentucky. Loui¬ 
siana, Maine. Maryland. Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Missis¬ 
sippi Montana, Nebraska, Nevada. New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mexico. 
New York. North Carolina. North Dak¬ 
ota. Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon. Pennsyl¬ 
vania. Rhode Island. South Carolina, 
South Dakota, Tennessee. Texas, Utah 
Vermont, Virginia, Washington, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 21,1959. in Room 852, 
U.S. Custom House. 610 South Canai 
Street. Chicago. Ill., before Examiner 
William P. Sullivan. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub No. 302). filed May 
18.1959. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES. INC.. Cassidy Road, Thomasvllle, 
Ga. Applicant’s attorney: Joseph Black- 
shear, Gainesville. Ga. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, and meat-by¬ 
products. and dairy products, and articles 
distributed by meat packing houses, from 
St. Cloud, Minn., to points in Louisiana 
and Mississippi. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations in Alabama. Ar¬ 
kansas, Connecticut. Delaware, the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, Florida, Georgia. Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maryland. Massachusetts. 
Michigan. Minnesota. Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, New Jersey. New York 
North Carolina. Ohio, Oklahoma, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island. South Carolina, 
Tennessee. Texas. Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia. and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 24,1959. in Room 926 
Metropolitan Building. Second Avenue 
South and Third Street. Minneapolis, 
Minn., before Examiner Allan F. Bor- 
roughs. 

No. MC 103777 (Sub No. 8), filed April 
27. 1959. Applicant: EARNEST PICK¬ 
ETT and HENRY PICKETT, doing busi¬ 
ness as PICKETT BROTHERS TRUCK 
LINE. 224 North Sixth. Walters. Okla. 
Applicant’s attorney: Max G. Morgan, 
443-54 American National Building’ 
Oklahoma City 2, Okla. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
transporting: Asphalt, in bulk, in tank 
vehicle and packages, from Cushing, 
Enid, Cyril, Grandfield, Wynnewood, 


Stroud, and Ardmore, Okla., to points in 
New Mexico on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 60. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Oklahoma and Texas. 

HEARING: July 30. 1959, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Oklahoma City. Okla.. be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 210, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Leo W. Cunningham. 

No. MC 104128 (Sub No. 79) (REPUB¬ 
LICATION), filed May 15, 1959, pub¬ 
lished in the June 3, 1959 issue of the 
Federal Register. Applicant: CAMP¬ 
BELL’S SERVICE, a corporation, 2720 
River Avenue. South San Gabriel. Calif. 
Applicant’s attorney: R. Y. Schureman, 
639 South Spring Street, Los Angeles 4, 
Calif. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Sport 
cabs, truck canopies and camper bodies, 
and parts and accessories of the same, 
together with parts and paraphernalia to 
be used to fasten said units to pickup 
trucks, by the truckaw’ay method, fi'om 
points in California to points in Arizona, 
California. Colorado. Idaho, Montana. 
Nevada, New' Mexico, Oregon, Texas, 
Utah, and Wyoming. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in Ari¬ 
zona. Arkansas, California, Colorado, 
Florida, Idaho, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas. 
Louisiana, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Montana. Nebraska. Nevada, New 
Mexico, North Dakota. Oklahoma. Ore¬ 
gon, South Dakota, Texas. Utah, Wash¬ 
ington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned July 
24. 1959. at the Federal Building. Los 
Angeles, Calif., before Examiner Reece 
Harrison. 

No. MC 105269 (Sub No. 26). filed May 
18, 1959. Applicant: GRAFF TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY, INC., 2110 Lake Street, 
Kalamazoo. Mich. Applicant’s attorney: 
David Axelrod, 39 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago 3, Ill. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Paper, paper products, and paper 
mill products, from Schoolcraft, Mich., 
to points in Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
and to St. Louis, Mo.. Davenport. Iowa, 
and Louisville. Ky., and paper mill ma¬ 
terials and supplies, on return. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct operations 
in Michigan, Kentucky, Missouri, Iowa. 
Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, and Wisconsin! 

HEARING: July 24, 1959, in Room 852. 
U.S. Custom House 610 South Canal, 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner C. 
Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 105634 (Sub No. 3), filed April 
13. 1959. Applicant: CENTRAL CART¬ 
ING CO., INC.. 138 Manitoba Street, 
Buffalo, N.Y. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, and meat 
by-products, dairy products, and articles 
distributed by meat-packing houses, as 
defined by the Commission in Ex Parte 
No. MC 45. in mechanically refrigerated 
equipment, from Erie, Pa., to points 
within seventy-five (75) miles of Buffalo, 
N.Y., including Buffalo, and empty con¬ 
tainers knd returned, refused, and re¬ 
jected shipments of the above-specified 
commodities, on return. Applicant is 
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authorized to transport similar commod¬ 
ities in New York and Pennsylvania. 

Note: Applicant states that the above will 
be a peddle-run operation. Any duplication 
with present authority to be eliminated. 

HEARING: July 24, 1959, at the Hotel 
Buffalo, Washington and Swan Streets, 
Buffalo, N.Y., before Examiner Alvin H. 
Schutrumpf. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub No. 120). filed 
May 28, 1959. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 1916 North 
Sheridan Road, Box 8096, Dawson Sta¬ 
tion, Tulsa. Okla. Applicant’s attorney: 
Harold G. Hemly, 1624 Eye Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Trailers designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles, in initial move¬ 
ments, in truckaway service, from points 
in Nebraska to points in the United 
States, including Alaska. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations 
throughout the United States. 

HEARING: July 23, 1959, at the Rome 
Hotel. Omaha, Nebr., before Examiner 
Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub No. 121), filed 
May 28. 1959. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY. INC., 1916 North 
Sheridan Road, Box 8096, Dawson Sta¬ 
tion, Tulsa, Okla. Applicant’s attorneys: 
Harold G. Hernly, 1624 Eye Street NW., 
Washington. D.C.. and R. Y. Schureman. 
634 South Spring Street, Los Angeles. 
Calif. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Sport 
cabs, truck canopies, camper bodies and 
parts and accessories of same, together 
with parts and paraphernalia to be used 
to fasten said units to pickup trucks, in 
truckaway service, from points in Cali¬ 
fornia to points in the United States, 
including Alaska. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to conduct operations throughout 
the United States. 

HEARING: July 24, 1959, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, Los Angeles, Calif., before 
Examiner Reece Harrison. 

No. MC 107295 (Sub No. 62). filed 
January 29, 1959. Applicant: PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT CO., a corporation, Farmer 
City, Ill. Applicant’s attorney: Mack 
Stephenson. 208 East Adams Street, 
Springfield, Ill. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Aluminum siding, from Litchfield, 
Ill., to points in the United States. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions throughout the United States. 

HEARING: July 20, 1959, in Room 852, 
U.S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner C. 
Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub No. 134), filed 
May 1, 1959. Applicant: RUAN TRANS¬ 
PORT CORPORATION. 408 Southeast 
30tli Street. Des Moines, Iowa. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Phosphoric acid, and phos- 
phatic fertilizer solution, in bulk in tank 
vehicles, and in bulk, in shipper-owned 
vehicles, from Lawrence, Kans., to points 
in Arkansas, Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kentucky, Minnesota, Missouri, 


Nebraska. Ohio, Oklahoma, Tennessee, 
Texas, and Wisconsin; and empty 
shipper-owned vehicles, on return. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Iowa, Illinois, Wisconsin, Min¬ 
nesota, Missouri, Nebraska. South 
Dakota, North Dakota, Kansas, Ohio, 
Kentucky, Indiana, Colorado, Oklahoma, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas. 

HEARING: July 16, 1959, at the New 
Hotel Pickwick, Kansas City, Mo., before 
Examiner Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 108207 (Sub No. 65), filed June 
1, 1959. Applicant: FROZEN FOOD 
EXPRESS, 318 Cadiz Street P.O. Box 
5888, Dallas. Tex. Applicant’s attorney: 
Leroy Hallman, First National Bank 
Building, Dallas 2, Tex. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Dry ice, from Solano, N. Mex., and 
points within 10 miles thereof, to Omaha, 
Nebr. Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations in Alabama, Arkansas. Cali¬ 
fornia, Illinois. Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minne¬ 
sota, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, Okla¬ 
homa, Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 21,1959, at the Rome 
Hotel, Omaha, Nebr., before Examiner 
Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 108449 (Sub No. 87), filed May 
28, 1959. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 

TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul 13, Minn. Applicant s 
attorney: Glenn W. Stephens, 121 West 
Doty Street, Madison 3, Wis. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Vegetable oil meal, animal 
and poultry feed and feed ingredients, in 
bulk and in bags, from Mankato, Mont¬ 
gomery, and Minneapolis, Minn., to 
points in Colorado, Iowa, Illinois, Kan¬ 
sas, Upper Michigan, Missouri, Montana, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Wisconsin, Wyoming, those in that por¬ 
tion of Minnesota on and east of U.S. 
Highway 53 from the Wisconsin-Minne- 
sota State line at Duluth, Minn., to the 
U.S.-Canadian border near'International 
Falls, Minn., and to ports of entry on the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada in North Da¬ 
kota and Minnesota, and empty contain¬ 
ers or other such incidental facilities , 
used in transporting the above-described 
commodities, on return. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations in Illi¬ 
nois. Iowa. Michigan, Minnesota, Ne¬ 
braska, North Dakota, South Dakota, and 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 30, 1959, in Room 
926. Metropolitan Building, Second Ave¬ 
nue South and Third Street, Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn., before Examiner Allan F. 
Borroughs. 

No. MC 108449 (Sub No. 89), filed 
June 1. 1959. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C. St. Paul 13, Minn. Applicant’s 
attorney: Glenn W. Stephens, 121 West 
Doty Street, Madison 3, Wis. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid fertilizer and fer¬ 
tilizer solutions, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 

(1) from West Union, Iowa, to points in 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Illinois, and 

(2) from Storm Lake, Iowa, to points in 


Minnesota, South Dakota, and Nebraska, 
and empty containers or other such inci¬ 
dental facilities, used in transporting the 
above-described commodities, on return. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Illinois, Iowa, Michigan. Min¬ 
nesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Wisconsin, 
and Wyoming. 

HEARING: July 29,1959, in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building, Second Avenue 
South and Third Street, Minneapolis, 
Minn., before Examiner Allan P. 
Borroughs. 

No. MC 109376 (Sub No. 2), filed 
March 18, 1959. Applicant: E. R. SKIN¬ 
NER, doing business as E. R. SKINNER 
TRANSFER, Reedsburg, Wis. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Claude J. Jasper, Suite 
616-617 Tenney Building, Madison 3, 
Wis. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Logs and 
lumber, from points in that part of Wis¬ 
consin on, south and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at La Crosse, Wis., and extending 
along U.S. Highway 16 to Portage, Wis., 
thence along U.S. Highway 51 to Madi¬ 
son. Wis., thence along UJS. Highway 18 
to junction U.S. Highway 69, and thence 
along U.S. Highway 69 to the Wisconsin- 
Illinois State line, and from points in 
Jackson and Monroe Countries, Wis., to 
Menominee. Mich., and to points in that 
part of Illinois on and east and north of 
a line beginning at the Illinois-Wisconsin 
State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 51 to junction Alternate U.S. 
Highway 30 at Rockford, HI, and in¬ 
cluding all of the City of Rockford, 
thence along Alternate U.S. Highway 30 
to Chicago, including points in Indiana 
located in the Chicago, Ill., Commercial 
Zone, as defined by the Commission. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct regular 
route operations in Illinois, Indiana and 
Wisconsin, and irregular route opera¬ 
tions in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Min¬ 


nesota, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 21, 1959, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, Madi¬ 
son, Wis., before Examiner Allan F. 
Borroughs. 

No. MC 109451 (Sub No. 97). filed May 
27, 1959. Applicant: ECOFF TRUCK¬ 
ING. INC., 112 Merrill Street. Fortville, 
Ind., Applicant’s attorney: Robert C. 
Smith, 512 Illinois Building, Indianapo¬ 
lis 4, Ind. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Acids and chemicals, in bulk, from El- 
wood, Ill., and points within five <5> 
miles thereof, to points in Indiana. Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Minne¬ 
sota, Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin, ana 
rejected shipments of the above-speemea 
commodities on return. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations in Ala¬ 
bama. Georgia, Illinois. Indiana, Io*a. 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minne¬ 
sota, Mississippi, Missouri, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

Note: A proceeding has been instituted 
under section 212(c) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act to determine whether app lc 
status is that of a contract or common 
rler, assigned Docket No. MC 109 
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HEARING: July 30 f 1959, in Room 
852. U.S. Custom House. 610 South Canal 
Street. Chicago. HI., before Examiner 
C Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 109478 (Sub No. 32), filed May 
2i t 1959. Applicant: WORSTER MO¬ 
TOR LINES. INC.. East Main Road. R.D. 
No. 1, North East, Pa. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: William W. Knox. 23 West 10th 
Street. Erie, Pa. Authority sought to 
operate as a covimon carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Wine, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Fredoma, N.Y., to St. Paul. Minn. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Pennsylvania, New York, Massa¬ 
chusetts. Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
New Jersey. Delaware, Maryland. West 
Virginia, the District of Columbia, Mich¬ 
igan, Indiana, Illinois, and Ohio. 

HEARING: July 24, 1959, at the Hotel 
Buffalo, Washington and Swan Streets, 
Buffalo, N.Y., before Examiner Alvin H. 
Schutrumpf. 

No. MC 109478 (Sub No. 33). filed May 
25. 1959. Applicant: WORSTER MO¬ 
TOR LINES, INC., East Main Road, R.D. 
No. 1, North East, Pa. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: William W. Knox, 23 West 10th 
Street, Erie, Pa. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Empty containers , (1) from Elmira. 
N.Y., to Lawton, Mich.; (2) from Lapel, 
Lawrenceburg. Marion, and Winchester. 
Ind.. Streator and Chicago, Ill., and 
Charleston, Clarksburg. Fairmont, and 
Wheeling. W. Va., to North East. Pa.. 
Westfield and Brocton, N.Y. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in 
Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, Connecti¬ 
cut. Rhode Island. New York, New Jer- 
say. Delaware, Maryland. West Virginia, 
the District of Columbia, Indiana. Illi¬ 
nois. Michigan, and Ohio. 

HEARING: July 24, 1959, at the 
Hotel Buffalo. Washington and Swan 
Streets, Buffalo, N.Y., before Examiner 
Alvin H. Schutrumpf. 

No MC 109540 (Sub No. 18), filed 
April 23. 1959. Applicant: YEARY 

TRANSFER COMPANY, INC., Boones- 
boro Pike, Winchester, Ky. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: William Hays. Mc- 
Elaowney Building, Winchester. Ky. 
Authority sought to operate at a com- 
con carrier^ by motor vehicle, over 
-regular routes, transporting: Recon¬ 
stituted or homogenized or recon¬ 
structed or blended tobacco including 
ooacco partially manufactured by any 
icr method or system of processing but 
excluding manufactured tobacco finished 
or ready for sale to wholesalers, retailers, 
consumers, when moving alone or in 
i? ads with ex empt agricultural 
ft /?)* 1110 * 1 . and em Ptv containers or 
srwMr incidental facilities (not 
ah^vl led> •^ S€d in transporting the 
commodities, between 
Points in Kentucky, Alabama. Florida, 
w-5?^’ Illinois, Indiana, Maryland, 
Vr»»L lg ^T U ’ Missour i. New Jersey, New 
. • Nort h Carolina, Ohio. Pennsyl- 
^ uth Carolina. Tennessee, Vir- 
Annl ’ Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

• A J Can is aut h°rized to conduct oper- 
:gV r n Kent ucky, Ohio, Alabama, Flor- 
I ^ inois . Indiana. Maryland, 

* i->an. Missouri, New Jersey, New 
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York, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina. Tennessee, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 21, 1959, at the Ken¬ 
tucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky., before 
Examiner Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 109637 (Sub No. 118), filed 
April 6 , 1959. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
TANK LINES, INC., 4107 Bells Lane, 
Louisville 11. Ky. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: H. N. Nunnally, Traffic Man¬ 
ager, (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Vegetable oils, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, and empty con¬ 
tainers or other such incidental facilities, 
used in transporting vegetable oils, be¬ 
tween points in Georgia, and points in 
Massachusetts. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations in Alabama, Flor¬ 
ida. Georgia, Illinois, Indiana. Iowa, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minne¬ 
sota. Mississippi, Missouri. New York, 
North Carolina, Ohio, South Carolina. 
Tennessee. Texas, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia. and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 27. 1959, at 680 West 
Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta. Ga., be¬ 
fore Examiner Herbert r,. Hanback. 

No. MC 109637 (Sub 120), filed April 
23. 1959. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
TANK LINES. INC.. 4107 Bells Lane, 
Louisville 11. Ky. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Latex and latex compounds, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Louisville. Ky.. to 
points in Georgia, North Carolina. South 
Carolina, and Tennessee, and empty con¬ 
tainers or other such incidental facilities, 
used in transporting the above-described 
commodities on return. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in Ala-* 
bama, California. Florida, Illinois, In¬ 
diana. Iowa. Kansas. Kentucky, Louisi¬ 
ana. Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi. 
Missouri, New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio. South Carolina, Temiessee. Texas, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 22, 1959, at the Ken¬ 
tucky Hotel. Louisville, Ky., before Ex¬ 
aminer Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 109947 (Sub No. 25). filed May 
1. 1959. Applicant: WARSAW TRUCK¬ 
ING CO., INC., R.R. 5, Warsaw, Ind. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Robert A. Sullivan, 
1800 Buhl Building, Detroit 26, Mich. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value. Class A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment, between the 
plant site of the Sun Metal Products, 
Inc., located within approximately five 
(5> miles of the corporate limits of War¬ 
saw. Ind., and points in the United 
States. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. 

Note: A proceeding has been instituted 
under section 212(c) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act to determine whether applicant’s 
status Is that of a contract or common carrier, 
assigned Docket No. MC 109917 (Sub. No. 22). 
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HEARING: July 23, 1959, in Room 
852, U.S. Custom House. 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub No. 232), filed 
May 8 , 1959. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS, INC.. Calumet Street. Bur¬ 
lington, Wis. Applicant’s attorney: Paul 
F. Sullivan, Sundial House, 1821 Jeffer¬ 
son Place NW., Washington 6 . D.C. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Corn syrup. 
liquid sugar, and blends or mixtures of 
corn syrup, and liquid sugar , in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Indianapolis, Ind.. to 
points in Ohio and Kentucky. (2) glu¬ 
conic acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Chicago, Ill., to points in New Jersey, (3) 
core oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Mishawaka. Ind., to points in Illinois 
and Iowa. (4) liquid sugar, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Pekin, Ill., to Detroit, 
Mich., and Toledo, Ohio, (5) liquid choc¬ 
olate and chocolate coating, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Milwaukee, Wis., to 
Grand Forks, N. Dak., and ( 6 ) corn 
syrup, liquid sugar, and blends or mix¬ 
tures of corn syrup and liquid sugar, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from St. Louis. Mo., 
to points in West Virginia. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations in Ala¬ 
bama. Arkansas, Florida. Georgia. Illi¬ 
nois. Indiana. Iowa. Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maryland. Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota. Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska. New York. North Da¬ 
kota. Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, 
South Dakota, Tennessee. Texas, Vir¬ 
ginia. West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 22, 1959, in Room 852, 
U.S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago. ' Ill., before Examiner 
C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 110698 (Sub No. 116). filed 
April 8.1959. Applicant: RYDER TANK 
LINE, INC., P.O. Box 457, Greensboro, 
N.C. Applicant’s attorney: Frank B. 
Hand, Jr., Transportation Building, 
Washington 6 , D.C. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Latex, in bulk, in tank vehicles. (1) 
from Akron. Ohio, to points in Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia. Mississippi. North Car¬ 
olina. and South Carolina: and (2) from 
Gadsden, Ala., to points in Alabama, 
Florida. Georgia, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations in North Carolina. Virginia, 
Georgia, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
West Virginia, Maryland. Alabama. Flor¬ 
ida, Louisiana. Mississippi, New York, 
New Jersey, Delaware. Pennsylvania. 
Arkansas. Kentucky, the District of 
Columbia, Missouri, Ohio, Texas, and 
Indiana. 

HEARING: July 23. 1959, at 680 West 
Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga.. be¬ 
fore Examiner Herbert L. Hanback. 

No. MC 110988 (Sub No. 60), filed May 
8 . 1959. Applicant: KAMPO TRANSIT, 
INC., 200 CecU Street. Neenah, Wis. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Edward A. Soiie, 1 
South Pinckney Street. Madison 3, Wis. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Acids and 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Chicago and Chicago Heights, Ill., to 
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points in Indiana, Kentucky, Iowa, Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri, Ohio, and Wisconsin. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia. 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas. Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana. Maryland, Massachus¬ 
etts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi. 
Missouri, Nebraska. New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma. 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina. Ten¬ 
nessee, Texas, Virginia, West Virginia, 
and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 20, 1959, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission. Mad¬ 
ison, Wis., before Examiner Allan F. 
Borroughs. 

No, MC 111320 (Sub No. 38). filed May 
5, 1959. Applicant: CURTIS KEAL 

TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC., East 
54th Street and Cleveland Shoreway, 
Cleveland, Ohio. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: G. H. Diila, 3350 Superior 
Avenue. Cleveland 14, Ohio.. Authority 
sought to operate as a comvion carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Earth-moving, road-build¬ 
ing, and contractors' equipment, by the 
driveaway method, including parts and 
attachments for same, between Winona, 
Minn., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States, in¬ 
cluding the District of Columbia, but 
excluding points in Alaska. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations 
throughout the United States. 

HEARING : July 23,1959. in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building. Second Avenue 
South and Third Street, Minneapolis. 
Minn., before Examiner Allan F. 
Borroughs. 

No. MC 111948 (Sub No. 3). filed Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1958. Applicant: ALPHIE F. 
BOUSLEY. Armstrong Creek, Wis. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: William C. Dineen, 
710 North Plankinton Avenue. Mil¬ 
waukee 3, Wis. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Finished and unfinished lumber, from 
Goodman, Wis., to points in Illinois, 
Iowa, and Minnesota, and from Mohawk. 
Mich., to Goodman, Wis. Applicant is 
authorized to transport lumber from 
Goodman, Wis. to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan on and west of 
Michigan Highway 77. 

HEARING: July 22, 1959, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, Mad¬ 
ison, Wis., before Examiner Allan F. 
Borroughs. 

No. MC 112617 (Sub No. 55), filed May 
18, 1959. Applicant: LIQUID TRANS¬ 
PORTERS, INC., P.O. Box 5135, Cher¬ 
okee Station, Louisville 5, Ky. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Joseph J. Leary, Mc¬ 
Clure Building. Frankfort. Ky. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Chemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Doe Run. Ky., and 
points within five miles thereof to points 
in Connecticut, Delaware. Massachu¬ 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, Rhode Island, and Vermont. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana. Maryland, Michi¬ 
gan, Minnesota, Mississippi. Missouri, 


Nebraska, New York, North Carolina. 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania. South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 23, 1959. at the Ken¬ 
tucky Hotel, Louisville. Ky., before Ex¬ 
aminer Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 112617 (Sub No. 56>, filed May 
15, 1959. Applicant: LIQUID TRANS¬ 
PORTERS, INC.. P.O. Box 5135, Chero¬ 
kee Station, Louisville, Ky. Applicant’s 
attorney: Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, Mun- 
sey Building, Washington 4, D.C. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Gluconic acid, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Newaygo, 
Mich., to Louisville, Ky., and Madison, 
Ind.. and rejected shipments on return. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations in Alabama. Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky. Louisiana. Maryland, Michi¬ 
gan. Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Nebraska. New York. North Carolina, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina. Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 23. 1959, at the Ken¬ 
tucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky., before Joint 
Board No. 317, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 112627 (Sub No. 5), filed May 
11. 1959. Applicant: CHARLES L. 

OWENS, R.F.D. No. 2, Dansville, N.Y. 
Applicant’s representative: Raymond A. 
Richards. 35 Curtice Park, P.O. Box 25, 
Webster, N.Y. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Fertilizers, including mixed fer¬ 
tilizer and fertilizer materials, (a) from 
Carteret, N.J., to points in Allegany and 
Chemung Counties, N.Y.; <b> from Bal¬ 
timore, Md., to points in Allegany, Cat¬ 
taraugus, Chautauqua, Chemung, Erie, 
Genesee, Monroe, Niagara. Ontario, Or¬ 
leans, Schulyer, Wyoming, and Yates 
Counties. N.Y., and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not spe¬ 
cified) used in transporting the above 
commodities on return; (2) Empty re¬ 
turned malt beverage containers, from 
points in New r York to New York. N.Y. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Illinois, New York, Michigan, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland, Massachusetts, Connec¬ 
ticut, Rhode Island, Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia. 

HEARING: July 30, 1959, at the Man¬ 
ger Hotel. Rochester, N.Y., before Ex¬ 
aminer Alvin H. Schutrumpf. 

No. MC 113402 (Sub No. 2), filed April 
29. 1959. Applicant: CARL SCHWARZ¬ 
KOPF, doing business as SCHWARTZ- 
KOPF TRUCK & GRAIN COMPANY, 
P.O. Box 395, Scottsbluff, Nebr. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Robert S. Stauf¬ 
fer, 1510 East 20th Street, Cheyenne. 
Wyo. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products and packing house prod¬ 
ucts, as defined in Appendix I to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209, from Scotts¬ 
bluff, Nebr., and points within five miles 
of Scottsbluff. to all points in Illinois. 


Ohio. Indiana and Michigan. Applicant 
states it is proposed to transport ex¬ 
empt commodities on return movements 
HEARING: July 20, 1959, at the Rome 
Hotel, Omaha, Nebr., before Examiner 
Walter R. Lee. 

No. MC 113410 (Sub No. 22), filed May 
25, 1959. Applicant: DAHLEN TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 875 North Prior Avenue, St. 
Paul, Minn. Applicant’s attorney : Leon¬ 
ard A. Jaskiewicz, Munsey Building. 
Washington 4, D.C. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Bulk commodities, liquid and dry, 
from points in Minnesota to points in the 
Upper Peninsula of Michigan, Wisconsin, 
Iowa, North Dakota, South Dakota. Min¬ 
nesota, including ports of entry on the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada in Minnesota 
and North Dakota,.and rejected ship- 
merits, empty containers or other such 
incidental facilities, used in transport¬ 
ing the above-described commodities, on 
return. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Illinois, Iowa, Michi¬ 
gan. Minnesota, Nebraska. North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 28, 1959, in Rocm 
926. Metropolitan Building. Second 
Avenue South and Third Street. Minne¬ 
apolis. Minn., before Examiner Allan F. 
Borroughs. 

No. MC 113908 (Sub No. 53). filed 
May 28. 1959. Applicant: ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION. P.O. 
Box 706. Springfield, Mo. Applicant’s 
attorney: Turner White HI. 808 Wood¬ 
ruff Building, Springfield, Mo. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Citrus juice, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from pointe in 
Florida to points in Michigan, Indiana, 
Illinois, Missouri, Wisconsin, Iowa. Min¬ 
nesota, Arkansas, and Kansas. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct operations 
in Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Kentucky. Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 31. 1959. in Room 
852, U.S. Custom House, 610 South 
Canal Street, Chicago, HI., before Ex¬ 
aminer C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 114019 (Sub ^LfrY 
April 24. 1959. Applicant: THE EMERY 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago - 9 *; 1 !' 
Applicant’s attorney: Clarence D.Tooa. 
1825 Jefferson Place NW., Washington 
6. D.C. Authority sought to operate 
a common carrier, by motor vcb 1 ^ ( i, 
irregular routes, transporting. 

Glass containers and accessor 
for. and paper cartons used In packing 
and shipping of glass containers and 
cessories therefor, from Wmehester, Ind. 
to ponts in Minnesota. North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Nebraska, Montana, ' > 

oming. Colorado. Kansas Tenn^ee and 

points in Kentucky south of U S. I - 
way 60. <2) Glass containers 

cessories therefor including caps, «*«£ 
disks, or tops, and paper cartons use 
packing and shipping of glass containers 
and accessories Hheref or, fr °® in 
ConnellsviUe. Pa., to points in Wfexions . 
Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri (except St. 





Wednesday, June 17, 1959 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


4933 


Louis), North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Kansas, Nebraska, Montana, Wyoming, 
Colorado, Tennessee, Kentucky (except 
those points on the Ohio River), and 
Michigan (except those points south and 
west of a line beginning at Ludington, 
Mich., and extending along U.S. High¬ 
way 10 to Flint, Mich., thence along 
Michigan Highway 21 to Port Huron. 
Mich., including points on the indicated 
portions of highways specified). ( 3 ) 
Glassware, containers and accessories 
therefor, and paper cartons used in the 
packing or shipping of glassware, glass 
containers, and accessories therefor, 
from Lancaster, Ohio, to points in Wis¬ 
consin. Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri (ex¬ 
cept St. Louis), North Dakota. South 
Dakota, Kansas. Nebraska, Montana. 
Wyoming, Colorado, Tennessee, and 
points in Kentucky south of U.S. High¬ 
way 60. (4) Used pallets and skids, from 
the destination points described in para¬ 
graphs (1), (2) and (3) aboye to the 
above origin points, and also, ( 5 ) other 
authorized and exempt commodities on 
return. 


Note: Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations as a contract carrier in Permit 
MC 9685 and subs thereunder. A proceeding 
has been Instituted under section 212(c) to 
determine whether applicant’s status is that 
of a contract or common carrier in No. MC 
9685 (Sub No. 58). Section 210 (dual au¬ 
thority may be involved). 


HEARING: July 21, 1959, in Room 852, 
U.S. Custom House. 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner C. 
Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 114021 (Sub No. 6), (COR¬ 
RECTION) . filed May 25,1959, published 
June 10, 1959, issue Federal Register. 
Applicant: MIDWEST TRANSFER 
COMPANY OF ILLINOIS, a corporation, 
7000 South Pulaski Road, Chicago 29, 
HI. Applicant’s attorney: Clarence D. 
Todd. 1825 Jefferson Place NW., Wash¬ 
ington 6, D.C. The address of appli¬ 
cant’s attorney, Clarence D. Todd shown 
as 1925 Jefferson Place NW.. was in, 
error. The correct address is 18.15 Jeffer¬ 
son Place NW. 

Nq, MC 115036 (Sub No. 8 ). filed May 
J* Applicant: VAN TASSEL, IN¬ 
CORPORATED, Fifth and Grand. Pitts- 
tr U 1 T?'Applicant’s representative: 

V. Eskelin, P.O. Box 2028. Kansas City 
*4 Mo. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Feed 
ana feed ingredients, and empty con- 
amcrs or other such incidental facilities, 
wed m transporting feed and feed in- 
nredients between points in Arkansas. 

Kansas, Louisiana, Min- 
n^ta. Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska. 
T Mexico, Oklahoma, Tennessee, 
Wiscon «in. Applicant is au- 
wonzed to conduct operations in Arkan- 
Kansa5 - Missouri, New 
Texas 0 ’ OWahoma * South Dakota, and 

Pott°iUon A i£u! I ^? nt statcs the above trans- 
or comraJT 111 be under continuing contract 
muaion r tS WUh Sanders Grain and Com- 
«»lon Company, Carthage, Mo. 

HonS July 17 ’ 1959 ’ at the New 
Kansas Cit y> Mo., before 
b-aminer Walter R. Lee. 


No. MC 115642 (Sub No. 2>, filed 
March 27. 1959. Applicant: MISSIS¬ 
SIPPI DOCKS, INC., 1034 First National- 
Soo Line Building, Minneapolis 2, Minn. 
Applicant’s attorney: Clay R. Moore. 
Eleven Hundred First National-Soo Line 
Building. Minneapolis 2 , Minn. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Kaolin, from Fair¬ 
fax, Minn., and points within 15 miles 
thereof to points in the Upper Peninsula 
of Michigan, Wisconsin. Minnesota, Iowa, 
North Dakota, South Dakota. Nebraska, 
and Illinois. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Minnesota and 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 23, 1959, in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building, Second Avenue 
South and Third Street. Minneapolis, 
Minn., before Examiner Allan F. 
Borroughs. 

No. MC 116459 (Sub No. 8 ), filed 
April 10. 1959. Applicant: ASPHALT 
HAULERS COMPANY, a corporation, 
P.O. Box 8292, Airport Road, Chatta¬ 
nooga, Tenn. Applicant’s attorney: 
James W. Wrape, 2111 Sterick Building, 
Memphis, Tenn. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: ( 1 ) Liquid crude rubber, from 
Charleston, S.C. to Dalton, Ga.; (2) 
Neoprene synthetic latex from Louisville, 
Ky.. to Dalton, Ga. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to conduct operations in Tennessee, 
Alabama, Georgia, Kentucky, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Florida. 

HEARING: July 23, 1959, at 680 West 
Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta. Ga., be¬ 
fore Examiner Herbert L. Hanback. 

No. MC 116626 (Sub No. 1), filed May 
20, 1959. Applicant: C. W. EANES, 
R.F.D. No. 1. Box 6 . Gretna, Va. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: ( 1 ) Lumber, from 
points in that part of North Carolina, 
West Virginia, and Virginia, bounded by 
a line beginning at Bluefleld, W. Va.-Va., 
and extending along U.S. Highway 52 to 
the North Carolina-South Carolina State 
line, near McFarlan, N.C., thence along 
the North Carolina-South Carolina State 
line to junction U.S. Highway 15. thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to junction U.S. 
Highway 60 at Sprouses Comer, Va., 
thence along U.S. Highway 60 to the 
Virginia-West Virginia State line, thence 
along the Virginia-West Virginia State 
line to point of beginning, including 
points on the indicated portions of the 
highways indicated, to points in the ar<?a 
bounded by a line beginning at Toledo, 
Ohio, and extending along Alternate U.S. 
Highway 24 to junction U.S. Highway 25, 
thence along U.S. Highway 25 to junction 
U.S. Highway 16 at Detroit, Mich., thence 
along U.S. Highway 16 to Lansing, Mich., 
thence along U.S. Highway 27 to Fort 
Wayne. Ind., thence along Indiana High¬ 
way 37 to Indianapolis, Ind., thence along 
U.S. Highway 31 to Columbus, Ind., 
thence along Indiana Highway 7 to 
Madison, Ind.. thence along the Ohio 
River to Kenova, W. Va.. thence along 
the West Virginia-Kentucky State line 
to the Kentucky-Virginia State line, 
thence along the West Virginia-Virginia 
State line to the Maryland-Virginia State 


line, thence along the Maryland-Virginia 
State line to the Atlantic Ocean, thence 
along the Atlantic Coast line to the Mas¬ 
sachusetts-New Hampshire State line, 
thence along the Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire State line to the Massachu- 
setts-Vermont State line, thence along 
the Massachusetts-Vermont State line 
to the New York State line, thence along 
the New York-Vermont State line to the 
International Boundary line between 
the United States and Canada, thence 
along the International Boundary line 
to Lake Ontario, thence along the south 
shore line of Lake Ontario to the New 
York-Canada Boundary line at the 
Niagara River, thence along the New 
York-Canada Boundary line to Buf¬ 
falo, N.Y., thence along the south shore 
line of Lake Erie to Toledo, the point of 
beginning, including points on the indi¬ 
cated portions of the highways specified; 
( 2 ) Lumber and logs, (a) from points in 
Pennsylvania, West Virginia. Maryland, 
and Virginia to points in that part of 
North Carolina on and west of a line 
extending from the Virginia-North 
Carolina State line along U.S. Highway 
52 to the North Carolina-South Carolina 
State line, near McFarlan. N.C.. and to 
High Point. N.C.; and (b) from points 
in Pennsylvania. West Virginia, and 
Maryland to points in that part of Vir¬ 
ginia bounded by a line beginning at 
Bluefleld, W. Va.-Va., and extending 
along U.S. Highway 21 to the Virginia- 
North Carolina State line, thence along 
the Virginia-North Carolina State line 
to junction U.S. Highway 15, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to junction U.S. 
Highway 60 at Sprouses Comer, Va., 
thence along U.S. Highway 60 to the 
Virginia-West Virginia State line, thence 
along the Virginia-West Virginia State 
line to Bluefleld. point of beginning, in¬ 
cluding points on the indicated portions 
of the highways specified; and (3) Agri¬ 
cultural machinery and implements, 
other than hand, and parts therefor, as 
described in sections KB) and 1(C) of 
Appendix XII to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209, from Charlotte, N.C.. and 
Timonium (Baltimore County). Md.. to 
Lynchburg, Va. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations in Delaware, 
Maryland. New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. 

Note: Duplication with present authority 
to be eliminated. * 

HEARING: July 17. 1959. at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington. DC., before 
Examiner James O’D. Moran. 

No. MC 116982 (Sub No. 1). filed June 
1, 1959. Applicant: WILLARD FUCHS 
AND LE ROY FUCHS, doing business 
as FUCHS BROTHERS, 306 Water 
Street, Sauk City. Wis. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: John L. Bruemmer. 121 West 
Doty Street. Madison 3, Wis. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials, as de¬ 
scribed in Appendix VI to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209, from Mazomanie. 
Wis., to points in Iowa, Indiana except 
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those south of U.S. Highway 36, and 
Minnesota, and empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not 
specified) used in transporting the 
above-specified commodities and re¬ 
turned and rejected shipments of the 
above-specified commodities on return. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations in Illinois and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: July 20, 1959, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, Madi¬ 
son, Wis., before Examiner Allan F. 
Borroughs. 

No. MC 118769, filed March 9. 1959. 
Applicant: MAIL DELIVERY SERVICE, 
INC., 429 Chicago Street. Buffalo 5. N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: Thomas J. Run- 
fola, 631 Niagara Street. Buffalo 1. N.Y. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Cash letters and 
letters of transmittal , between points in 
Erie County, N.Y., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Erie. Warren, 
Potter, Tioga, Bradford, and Susque¬ 
hanna Counties, Pa. 

HEARING: July 22, 1959, at the Hotel 
Buffalo, Washington and Swan Streets, 
Buffalo, N.Y., before Examiner Alvin 
H. Schutrumpf. 

No. MC 118811, filed March 24, 1959. 
Applicant: LAWRENCE McKENZIE. 
doing business as McKENZIE TRUCK¬ 
ING SERVICE, 121 Buckner Street, 
Winchester, Ky. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lumber , wooden stakes, pallets , 
skids, livestock other than ordinary (not 
including racehorses), frozen poultry 
and frozen fruits and vegetables, from 
points in Kentucky to points in David¬ 
son, Lincoln, Madison. Shelby, Anderson. 
Knox, Blount, Hamblen, Hamilton, and 
Sullivan Counties. Tenn., Briston. Va., 
points in Buncombe. Watauga, Caldwell, 
Catawba. Cleveland, Gaston, Mecklen¬ 
burg. Iredell, Guilford, Forsyth, Surry, 
Durham, Wake, Edgecombe, and Nash 
Counties, N.C., points in Spartanburg, 
Greenville. Richland. Sumter, and 
Charleston Counties, S.C., points in 
Chatham, Muscogee, Bibb, Richmond, 
De Kalb, and Fulton Counties. Ga., points 
in Montgomery, Dallas. Jefferson, Eto¬ 
wah, and Madison Counties, Ala., points 
in Vermilion, McLean, Peoria. Will, Cook, 
Sangamon, and Alexander Counties, Ill., 
points in Vanderburgh, Floyd, Wash¬ 
ington, Jefferson, Bartholomew, Marion, 
Dearborn, Delaware, Allen, St. Joseph, 
and Lake Counties, Ind., points in Sagi¬ 
naw, Kent, Ingham, Calhoun, Kala¬ 
mazoo, Jackson, and Wayne Counties, 
Mich., points in Hamilton, Butler, Mont¬ 
gomery, Scioto, Washington, Clark, 
Muskingum. Franklin, Stark. Summit, 
Cuyahoga, and Lucas Counties. Ohio, 
points in Allegheny, Erie, Dauphin, Lan¬ 
caster, Berks, Philadelphia, Northamp¬ 
ton, Lehigh, and Lackawanna Counties, 
Pa., points in Mercer, Warren, Essex, 
Hudson, and Passaic Counties, N.J., 
points in Bronx, Kings, New York, 
Queens, Richmond, and Erie Counties, 
N.Y., points in Anne Arundel and Har¬ 
ford Counties, Md., points in Wise, Hen¬ 
rico. Norfolk, Nansemond. and Wash¬ 
ington Counties. Va.. and Petersburg, 
Newport News, Norfolk, Danville, Roa¬ 


noke, and Appalachia, Va., and points 
in Mercer, Kanawha, Cabell, Wayne, 
Wood, Harrison, and Ohio Counties, 
W. Va.. frozen fruits and vegetables, from 
points in Knox County, Tenn., Spartan¬ 
burg County, S.C., Henrico County, Va., 
Hamilton County, Ohio, Jefferson 
County, Ky., and Fulton County. Ga., 
to all points set forth in (a) above. 
Lumber, wooden stakes, pallets, skids 
and livestock, other than ordinary (not 
including racehorses), from points, in 
Knox and Davidson Counties, Tenn., 
Wise County, Va., Wayne County, W. Va., 
and Dearborn County, Ind., to all points 
set forth in (a) above. Seed, lumber, 
livestock other than ordinary (but not 
including racehorses), frozen fruits and 
vegetables, from the above-described 
destination points to the above-described 
origin points. 

HEARING: July 17, 1959, at the Ken¬ 
tucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky.. before Ex¬ 
aminer Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 118854, filed April 6, 1959. 
Applicant: KILTON’S WHOLESALE 

MEAT SERVICE, INC., 17 Cedar Street 
Rear, Manchester, N.H. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Malcolm Mecartney. Jr., Amos- 
keag Bank Building, Manchester, 
N.H. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Food prod¬ 
ucts, from Manchester, N.H., to Waterloo, 
Iowa: from Manchester over Everett and 
Lowell Turnpikes to Boston, Mass., 
thence over Massachusetts Turnpike to 
junction Massachusetts Highway 15. 
thence over Massachusetts Highway 15 
(past Hartford, Conn.), to the Massachu¬ 
setts-Connecticut State line, thence over 
Connecticut Highway 15 to Merritt 
Parkway, thence over Merritt Parkway, 
via Henry Hudson Parkway (past New 
York City). to the New Jersey Turnpike, 
thence over the New Jersey Turnpike 
(past Philadelphia, Pa.), to the Pennsyl¬ 
vania Turnpike, thence over the Penn¬ 
sylvania Turnpike (past Pittsburgh, Pa.), 
to the Ohio Turnpike, at or near Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio; or (2) from Manchester over 
Everett and Lowell Turnpikes to Boston, 
Mass., thence over Massachusetts Turn¬ 
pike to the New York State Thruway, 
thence over the New York State Thru¬ 
way, via Albany, N.Y., to Buffalo, N.Y., 
thence over U.S. Highway 20, via Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio, to the Ohio Turnpike, thence 
over the Ohio Turnpike to the Indiana 
Toll Road, thence over the Indiana Toll 
Road to Chicago, Ill., thence over U.S. 
Highway 30 to junction U.S. Highway 63 
at Lama, Iow*a. and thence over U.S. 
Highway 63 to Waterloo, serving the in¬ 
termediate points of Utica, Syracuse, and 
Rochester, N.Y., Cleveland, Akron, Can¬ 
ton, and Toledo, Ohio, Fort Wayne apd 
South Bend, Ind., and Chicago, Ill. 

Note: Applicant indicates the proposed 
commodities are manufactured in Man¬ 
chester, N.H. by Habitant Soup Company; ap¬ 
plicant further indicates that wholesale meat 
products will be transported on return move¬ 
ments, to be used in its own business as a 
private carrier. ^ 

HEARING: July 24, 1959, at the New 
Post Office and Court House Building, 
Boston. Mass., before Examiner David 
Waters. 


No. MC 118862, filed April 9,1959. Ap¬ 
plicant: JAMES H. KILGORE, doing 
business as KILGORE TRUCK COM¬ 
PANY. 227 Noble Street, Anniston. Ala. 
Applicant’s attorney: Alan Watkins, 
214-216 Grant Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Pallets, 
bin boxes and crates, from Talladega, 
Ala., to points in Georgia, Alabama, Indi¬ 
ana, Illinois, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, North Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Florida, and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting the above commod¬ 
ities and exempt commodities on return. 

HEARING: July 27. 1959, at 680 West 
Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga.. be¬ 
fore Examiner Herbert L. Hanback. 

No. MC 118866, filed April 10. 1959. 
Applicant: PAUL L. ZAMBERLAN, Lewis 
Run. McKean County, Pa. Applicant’s 
attorney: Albert A. Griffin, Bradford. Pa. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Brick 
and tile, from Lewis Run and Summer¬ 
ville, Pa., to points in New York, New 
Jersey, Delaware. Maryland. Virginia, 
West Virginia, Ohio, Michigan, and 
Indiana, and empty pallets used in said 
business on return. (2) Propane gas, in 
cylinders, from points in McKean 
County, Pa., to points in Chautauqua, 
Cattaraugus, and Allegany Counties, 
N.Y., and empty cylinders on return. (3) 
Oil field supplies and equipment, from 
points in McKean County, Pa., to points 
in New York, Ohio, and West Virginia, 
and return, and also empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not spec¬ 
ified) used in transporting oil field sup¬ 
plies and equipment on return. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct contract 
carrier operations in Permit No. MC 
45500. Dual operations under section 210 


may be involved. 

HEARING: July 23,1959, at the Hotel 
Buffalo, Washington and Swan Streets, 
Buffalo. N.Y., before Examiner Alvin H. 
Schutrumpf. . 

No. MC 118891. filed May 1. 1959. Ap¬ 
plicant: EARLAND L. JOHNSTON, 
R.F.D. No. 2. Eaton Road. Rockville, 
Conn. Applicant’s attorney: Thomas 
W. Murett, 410 Asylum Street, Hartford 
3. Conn. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Manu¬ 
factured, finished church furniture ana 
furnishings, set up and/or knocked dow 
(such as religious statues, sedilia. pn- 
dieux, pew parts, and alters), (L U 
Bluefield, Va., and Janesville. Wis. to 
points in Connecticut, Maine. Massa¬ 
chusetts. New Hampshire, New Jersey. 
New' York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Isian , 
and Vermont; (2) from Scranton. Pa. 
to points in Connecticut, Maine. Mas» 
chusetts. New Hampshire New Jersey 
New York, Rhode Island, Vermont, an 
Virginia: and (3)^ ^Ptycontatners^ 
other such incidental 
specified) used in trans^^ the^S 
from the above-specified destinatio 
points to the respective origin pomts- 
HEARING: July 20. 1959, at the U • 


Examiner David Waters. 
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No. MC 118895, filed April 23, 1959. 
Applicanti CECIL WAUGH, doing busi¬ 
ness as WAUGH TRUCKING COM¬ 
PANY, 129 Pinecrest Avenue, Paris, Ky. 
Applicant’s attorney: James S. Wilson, 
Jr., Wilson Building, Paris, Ky. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Farm ma¬ 
chinery and farm tractors , from New 
Holland and Lancaster, Pa., Indianapolis, 
Ind., Cincinnati and Coldwater, Ohio to 
points in Bourbon, Harrison, Scott, 
Nicholas, Bath, Fleming. Montgomery, 
Clark, Payette. Madison, Estill, Robert¬ 
son. Pendleton, Grant, Jessamine, 
Franklin, Woodford, and Owen Counties, 
Ky.: (2) Hides M from Lexington, Ky., to 
Chicago, Ill.; and (3) Rejected and re¬ 
turned shipments of the above-specified 
commodities, from the above-specified 
destination points to the respective ori¬ 
gin points. 

HEARING: July 22, 1959. at the Ken* 
tucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky., before Ex¬ 
aminer Leo M. Pellerzi. 

No. MC 118937, filed May 13,1959. Ap¬ 
plicant: PRANK E. MARES, 4611 West 
33d Street, Cicero 50, Ill. Applicant’s 
attorney: Bernard G. Colby, One North 
La Salle Street, Chicago 2. Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Wrecked and disabled mo¬ 
tor vehicles of carriers, including dam¬ 
aged accessories and parts, from the 
scene of the disablement, and replace¬ 
ment motor vehicles in connection there¬ 
with, between points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Wisconsin, Iowa, Michigan, and Mis¬ 
souri. 


HEARING: July 23, 1959. in Roon 
852, U.S. Custom House, 610 Souti 
Canal Street, Chicago, Ill., before Ex 
aminer C. Evans Brooks. 

No. MC 118942. filed May 14, 1959 
Applicant: WILLIAM E. PETERSON 
1516 West First Street, Duluth, Minn 
Applicant’s attorney: H. B. Fryberger 
Jr., Lonsdale Building, Duluth. Minn 
Authority sought to operate as a contrac i 
earner, by motor vehicle, over irregulai 
routes transporting: Concrete productt 
ana pipe, and empty containers or othei 
such incidental facilities, used in trans- 
P rting the above-described commodities 
tween Duluth. Minn., on the one hand, 
S. 0 " th « other, points in Wisconsin, 
and^owa’ N ° lth Dakota ’ South Dakota, 

i uly 24 - 1959 - in Room 926, 
® uUdin ®* Second Avenue 
Minn Street, Minneapolis, 

rouriis k*° re Examiner Allan P. Bor- 

M p 1 18957, filed May 25. 1959, 
Soft- A- STALESK Y CORPORA: 
cant/!' 62> Crystal Lake. Ill. Appli- 
503 i8nnM ln fu S: E - Smith. Suite 

a polls 8 ? 0 T No f th Meridian Street. Indian- 

South ii c' » nd Harold E ' Marks - 208 
Street, Chicago, HI. 

carrier ‘ iL 60118 * 1 * to operat€ as a contract 
routes \ motor vehicle, over irregular 
'‘owes ,„! a ?°, rtins: Prefabricated 
knocked h!? buildln ^, Iron or steel, 
end in„ if 0V, ', n P r set up > including parts 

with %aid‘y! S belonginff an d moving 
am houses and buildings, from 


Milwaukee, Wis„ to points in Illinois, In- 
diana, and Iowa. 

HEARING: July 30. 1959. in Room 
852, U.S. Custom House. 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner C. 
Evans Brooks. 

MOTOR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 116678 (Sub No. 1), filed April 
1. 1959. Applicant: WILLIAM A. SHIR- 
ER, 703 Walnut Avenue, Niagara Falls, 
N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: George E. 
Carrie, Parlor C Mezzanine. Hotel Ni¬ 
agara, First and Jefferson, Niagara Falls, 
N.Y. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Passen¬ 
gers and their baggage, in special op¬ 
erations, in round-trip sightseeing or 
pleasure tours, limited to the transporta¬ 
tion of not more than seven passengers 
in any one vehicle, but not including the 
driver thereof and not including children 
under 10 years of age who do not occupy 
a seat or seats, in seasonal operations 
between April 15, and October 1, inclu¬ 
sive, of each year, beginning and ending 
at Niagara Falls, N.Y., and extending to 
Grand Island. Erie County. N.Y. 

Note: Applicant Is authorized to conduct 
similar operations beginning and ending at 
Niagara Falls. N.Y., and points in Niagara 
County. N.Y., within six miles thereof, and 
extending to ports of entry on the United 
States-Canada Boundary line at Niagara 
Falls and Lewiston, N.Y. 

HEARING: July 22, 1959, at the Hotel 
Buffalo, Washington and Swan Streets. 
Buffalo, N.Y., before Examiner Alvin H. 
Schutrumpf. 

Applications in Which Handling With¬ 
out Oral Hearing Is Requested 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY^ 

No. MC 22278 (Sub No. 6), filed June 
4. 1959. Applicant: TAKIN BROS 
FREIGHT LINE, INC., 2125 Commercial 
Street, Waterloo, Iowa. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Charles B. Myers, 2106 Field 
Building, Chicago 3. Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier # 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Class A ^nd 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment, 
(1) between Marshalltown. Iowa, and 
Cedar Falls, Iowa, from Marshalltown 
over Iowa Highway 14 to junction Iowa 
Highway 57, thence over Iowa Highway 
57 to Cedar Falls, and return over the 
same rQute. serving no intermediate 
points, as an alternate route for oper¬ 
ating convenience only in connection 
with applicant’s authorized regular route 
operations; (2) between Des Moines, 
Iowa, and Mason City, Iowa, over U.S. 
Highway 65, 'serving no intermediate 
points, as an alternate route for oper¬ 
ating convenience only in connection 
with applicant’s authorized regular 
route operations; (3) between Marshall¬ 
town. Iowa, and Newton, Iowa, over Iowa 
Highway 14, serving no intermediate 
points, as an alternate route for operat¬ 
ing convenience only in connection with 
applicant’s authorized regular route op¬ 
erations; (4) between Marshalltown, 
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Iowa, and Grinnell. Iowa, from Mar¬ 
shalltown over U.S. Highway 30 to junc¬ 
tion Iowa Highway 146, thence over Iowa 
Highway 146 to Grinnell, and return over 
the same route, serving no intermedite 
points, as an alternate route for oper¬ 
ating convenience only in connection 
with applicant’s authorized regular route 
operations; (5) between Clinton. Iowa, 
and Davenport, Iowa, over U.S. Highway 
67, serving no intermediate points, as an 
alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only in connection with applicant’s 
authorized regular route operations; and 
< 6) between Mason City, Iowa, and Sioux 
City. Iowa, from Mason City over U.S. 
Highway 65 to j miction U.S. Highway 
20. thence over U.S. Highway 20 to Sioux 
City, and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points, as an 
alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only in connection with applicant’s 
authorized regular route operations. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct oper¬ 
ations in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, and 
Nebraska. 

Note: Any duplication with present au-» 
thorlty to be eliminated. 

No. MC 30319 (Sub No. 102>, filed 
June 4. 1959. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
PACIFIC TRANSPORT COMPANY, a 
corporation. 810 North San Jacinto 
Street, P.O. Box 4054, Houston, Tex. 
Applicant’s attorney: Edwin N. Bell, 1600 
Esperson Building, Houston 2. Tex. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes. Applicant seeks by this appli¬ 
cation to modify those restrictions which 
prohibit it from transporting commod¬ 
ities requiring special equipment, as set 
forth in Certificate MC 30319 and sub 
numbers 22 to 25, 27 to 29, 32. 34 37 41 
to 43. 46, 47, 49 to 57, 60. 61. 63, 65 to’69, 
72 to 79, 81 to 87, 89, 91. 92, 95 and 97. 
thereunder, as more specifically set forth 
in Appendix “E” to the application. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Louisiana and Texas. 

Note: Applicant states it seeks only to 
modify the description of commodities to be 
handled over routes described in Appendix 
“E” so as to authorize the handling of com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment in sub¬ 
stituted truck-for-rail service; and that it is 
not proposed herein to operate over any new 
or additional routes nor to serve any new or 
additional points. 

No. MC 50132 (Sub No. 63), filed June 
8, 1959. Applicant: CENTRAL & 

SOUTHERN TRUCK LINES. INC., 312 
West Morris Street, Caseyville, Ill. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Fred H. Figge 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common or con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Lumber, 
wood .products, skids, pallets and floor 
racks, from Lutesville. Bollinger County, 
Mo., to points in Iowa and Nebraska, 
and exempt commodities on return. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Hlinois, Louisiana. Missouri, 
Tennessee. Arkansas. Kentucky. North 
Carolina. South Carolina, Nebraska. 
Kansas, Mississippi, Alabama. Indiana] 
Georgia, Virginia, Ohio, West Virginia, 
Florida, California. Connecticut. Colo¬ 
rado, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minne- 






4938 


NOTICES 


sota, Maryland, New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
Texas, and Wisconsin. 

Note: A proceeding has been Instituted 
under section 212(c) to determine whether 
applicant’s status is that of a common or 
contract carrier In No. MC 50132 (Sub No. 
38). 

No. MC 56382 (Sub No. 3), filed May 
28, 1959. Applicant: ANDREW W. 

KOZEL, 14 Albourne Street, Fords, N.J. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Groceries, from the 
site of The Flagstaff Foods Corp. plant, 
in Perth Amboy, N.J., to points in Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland, Maine, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, points in Allegany, 
Broome, Cattaraugus, Chautauqua, Che¬ 
mung, Chenango, Clinton, Cortland, 
Erie. Essex, Franklin, Fulton, Genesee, 
Hamilton, Herkimer, Jefferson, Lewis, 
Livingston. Madison, Monroe, Montgom¬ 
ery, Niagara, Oneida, Onandaga, On¬ 
tario, Orleans, Oswego, Saint Lawrence, 
Saratoga, Schuyler. Seneca, Steuben, 
Tioga, Tompkins, Warren, Washington, 
Wayne, Wyoming, and Yates Counties, 
N.Y., points in Adams, Alleghany, Arm¬ 
strong, Beaver, Bedford, Berks, Blair, 
Bradford, Butler, Cambria, Cameron, 
Carbon, Centre, Chester, Clarion. Clear¬ 
field, Clinton, Columbia, Crawford, Cum¬ 
berland, Dauphin, Elk, Erie, Fayette, 
Forest, Franklin, Fulton, Greene. Hunt¬ 
ingdon, Indiana, Jefferson, Juniata, 
Lackawanna, Lancaster, Lawrence, Leb¬ 
anon, Luzerne, Lycoming, McKean, Mer¬ 
cer. Mifflin. Montour. Northumberland, 
Perry, Potter. Schuylkill, Snyder, Som¬ 
erset, Sullivan, Tioga, Union. Venango, 
Warren, Washington, Westmoreland, 
Wyoming, and York Counties, Pa., points 
in Rhode Island, Vermont, and points 
in Amelia, Brunswick, Caroline, Chester¬ 
field, Charles City, Dinwiddie, Fairfax, 
Gloucester, Goochland, Hanover, Isle of 
Wight, James City, King and Queen, 
King George. King William, Lancaster, 
Loudoun, Mathews. Middlesex, Nanse- 
mond, New Kent, Norfolk, Northumber¬ 
land, Pow T hatan, Prince George, Prince 
William, Princess Anne, Richmond, 
Southampton, Spotsylvania, Stafford. 
Surry. Sussex, and Westmoreland Coun¬ 
ties, Va., and to Washington, D.C., and 
empty containers or other such inci¬ 
dental facilities (not specified) used in 
transporting the commodities specified 
in this application, and refused and re¬ 
jected shipments of groceries, on return. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations in Connecticut, New Jersey. New’ 
York, and Pennsylvania. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed opera¬ 
tion Is to be performed under a continuing 
contract with The Flagstaff Foods Corp. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub No. 1503). filed 
June 8, 1959. Applicant: RAILWAY 
EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPORATED, 
219 East 42d Street, New York 17, N.Y. 
Applicant's attorney: William H. Marx. 
Law Dept., 219 East 42d Street, New 
York 17, N.Y. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier , by motor vehi¬ 
cle. over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities, including Class A 
and B explosives, moving in express 
service, between Detroit, Mich., and Cin¬ 
cinnati, Ohio: from Detroit over U.S. 


Highway 25 to junction Michigan High¬ 
way 85, thence over Michigan Highway 
85 to junction U.S. Highway Alt. 24. 
thence over U.S. Highway Alt. 24 to 
Maumee, Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 
25 to junction U.S. Highway 68, thence 
over U.S. Highway 68 to Springfield, 
Ohio, and thence over Ohio Highway 4 
to Cincinnati, and return over the same 
route; also, from Springfield over U.S. 
Highway 68 to Xenia, Ohio, and thence 
over U.S.’ Highway 42 to Cincinnati, and 
return over the same route, serving the 
intermediate points of Toledo, Bellefon- 
taine, Springfield, Dayton, Middletown, 
and Hamilton, Ohio. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations through¬ 
out the United States. 

Note: Applicant states shipments will not 
have an Immediately prior or immediately 
subsequent movement by rail or ai®^ that, 
however, such shipments will move under 
its through bill of lading or express receipt. 

No. MC 110588 (Sub No. 3). filed June 
5, 1959. Applicant: PINE MOUNTAIN 
CONTRACTING & REFRIGERATING 
LINES, INC., Route No. 1, Fineville. Ky. 
Applicant’s attorney: O. E. Reams, Har¬ 
lan, Ky. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products and meat by¬ 
products, packing-house products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing 
houses, from Middlesboro, Ky., to points 
in Bell, Knox, Whitley, Laurel, and Har¬ 
lan Counties, Ky., points in Campbell 
and Claiborne Counties. Tenn., and 
points ;n Lee and Wise Counties, Va., and 
rejected shipments of the above-speci¬ 
fied commodities from the above- 
described destination points to Middles¬ 
boro, Ky. 

No. MC 116564 (Sub No. 8), filed June 
5, 1959. Applicant: LEWIS W. Mc- 
CURDY AND MARGARET J. Mc- 
CURDY, doing business as McCURDY’S 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 571 Unity 
Street, Latrobe, Pa. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Paul F. Sullivan, 1821 Jefferson 
Place NW., Washington 6, D.C. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Malt beverages, in 
containers, and advertising material 
moving therewith, from Milwaukee, 
Wis., to Warren and Canonsburg. Pa. t 
and empty containers or other such inci¬ 
dental facilities used in transporting the 
above-described commodities, on return. 
Applicant is authorized to conduct op¬ 
erations in Maryland and Pennsylvania. 

No. MC 118968, filed June 2, 1959. 
Applicant: JAMES E. SNOW, doing busi¬ 
ness as SNOW BROTHERS TOWING 
COMPANY, 2401 Denison Avenue, Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio. Applicant’s attorneys: 
Ewald E. Kundtz and Stephen E. Parker, 
1050 Union Commerce Building, Cleve¬ 
land 14, Ohio. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (a) Wrecked, disabled, abandoned 
or refused motor vehicles, by use of 
wrecker equipment only, (b) repair 
parts of or for motor vehicles specified 
in (a) above, (c) replacement motor 
vehicles for wrecked or disabled motor 
vehicles, by use of wrecker equipment 
only, between Cleveland, Ohio, on the 


one hand, and, on the other, points in 
New York, Pennsylvania, the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan, Indiana, and 
Illinois. 

Note: Applicant states on return trips It 
proposes to transport rejected, damaged or 
returned repair parts, or wrecked or dis¬ 
abled motor vehicles by wrecker equipment 
only when replacement motor vehicles have 
been substituted therefor under (c) above. 

Motor Carriers of Passengers 


No. MC 1501 (Sub No. 166), filed June 
8, 1959. Applicant: THE GREYHOUND 
CORPORATION, a Delaware corpora¬ 
tion. 5600 Jarvis Avenue, Chicago 48. III. 
Applicant’s attorney: Raymond H. 
Warns (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, news¬ 
papers and mail, in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Statenville, 
Ga„ and Dinsmore, Fla., from Staten¬ 
ville over Georgia Highway 94 to the 
Georgia-Florida State line near Ewing. 
Ga„ thence over Florida Highway 2 to 
the Florida-Georgia State line near 
Moniac, Ga.. thence over Georgia High¬ 
way 94 to the Georgia-Florida State line 
near Kent, Fla., thence over unnum¬ 
bered highway to Dinsmore, and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations throughout the 


United States. 

No. MC 13300 (Sub No. 64^, filed May 
29, 1959. Applicant: CAROLINA 
COACH COMPANY, a corporation. 1201 
South Blount Street. Raleigh, N.C. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: James E. Wilson,Per¬ 
petual Building, 1111 E Street NW.. 
Washington 4, D.C. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over a regular route, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, and 
express and newspapers, in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Dover, 
Del., and junction Maryland Highways 
300 and 71, from Dover over Delaware 
Highway 8 to Pearson, Del., thence over 
Delaware Highway 44 to junction Dela¬ 
ware Highway 300. thence over Delaware 
Highway 300 to the Delaware-Maryland 
State line, thence over Maryland High¬ 
way 300 to junction Maryland Highway 
71, and return over the same route, serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct operations in 
Delaware, Maryland, North Carolina, 
Pennsylvania, and Virginia. 

No. MC 112762 (Sub No. 3). 

8, 1959. Applicant: P. W. 
doing business as MINTER PASSENGER 
SERVICE, Boone Road, Leaksville. N b- 
Applicant's representative: Thaxto 
Richardson, P.O. Box 612. Greensboro. 
N.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, o 
irregular routes, transporting: Passen¬ 
gers, in special operations, between P° 
on North Carolina Highway 770 betv.ee 

Leaksville and Stoneville. NC.. includ 

ing Stoneville. those on U.S. • 

220 between Stoneville, N.C.. and kkl 
way. Va.. and those on *" T unnumbered 
highway running from Leaks ( y il '® ints 
Price. N.C., including Price and P^nts 
within one mile of each of said h s . 
ways, on the one hind, and, on the 
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the site of the plant of the E. I. du Pont 
de Nemours & Company, located approxi¬ 
mately 1.5 miles south of Martinsville, 
Va Applicant is authorized to conduct 
similar operations in Virginia and North 
Carolina. 

No. MC 116661 (Sub No. 1), filed 
June 5, 1959. Applicant: LAURENCE 
WERRY. 9700 Pine Avenue, Niagara 
Palls, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: Clar¬ 
ence E. Rhoney, 94 Oakwood Avenue. 
North Tonawanda, N.Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their 
baggage, in special operations, in round- 
trip sightseeing or pleasure tours, lim¬ 
ited to the transportation of not more 
than eight (8) passengers in any one 
vehicle, but not including the driver 
thereof, and not including children un¬ 
der ten (10) years of age who do not 
occupy a seat or seats, in seasonal opera¬ 
tions between March 1 and November 1. 
inclusive, of each year, beginning and 
ending at Niagara Falls, N.Y., and points 
in Niagara County, N.Y. within six (6) 
miles thereof, and extending to Ports of 
Entry on the boundary between the 
United States and Canada at Niagara 
Palls and Lewiston, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant is authorized to conduct 
the same operations as above in No. MC 
116661, except he Is limited to the transpor¬ 
tation oI seven (7) passengers in seasonal 
operations between April 15 and October 1, 
inclusive, of each year. 

Applications for Certificates or Per¬ 
mits Which Are To Be Processed* 
Concurrently With Applications 
Under Section 5, Governed by Special' 
Rule 1.240 to the Extent Applicable 

No. MC 106213 (Sub No. 11), filed June 
8, 1959. Applicant: FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTATION CO., a corporation. 
P.O. Box 2307. Stockyards Station, Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. Applicant’s attorney: 
W. T. Brunson, Leonhardt Building. 
Oklahoma City 2, Okla. Authority 
.sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Packinghouse products , 
fresh cured , cooked and preserved 
meats, dressed poultry , eggs, seafoods, 
and articles merchandised by packing 
houses, from Oklahoma City, Okla., to 
Points in Texas, Arkansas and Oklahoma 
funded by a line beginning 
„ Oklahoma City and extending in a 
westerly direction along U.S. Highway 
ftb to the Oklahoma-Texas State line. 
h„» Ce J 10rth and west along the Okla- 
ma-Texas State line to the Texas- 
J^ exico state line - thence in a 
th» y and westerly direction along 
it! ^fas-New Mexico State line to 

e«L,"*1? ay 285 ' then ce in a south- 
wsteily direction along U.S. Highway 

Pecos. Tex., thence in a north- 
sol! lrection alon 5 U.S. Highway 
n o ene - Tex - thence along Tem- 
Hi^m u s -H'ghway 183 to junction U.S. 
™ ay 18 0. thence along U.S. High- 
annrti? Mineral Wells. Tex., thence in 
2Mta? y , direction along U.S. Highway 
ea s tPriv rf aCksbor °. Tex ~ thence in an 
24 tn t\ d ' rectI °n along Texas Highway 
dirfvrti ecatur ’ Tex . thence in a northerly 
WtIOn along U.S. Highway 81 to 


Ringold, Tex., thence in an easterly di¬ 
rection along U.S. Highway 82 to Gaines¬ 
ville, Tex., thence in a northerly direc¬ 
tion along U.S. Highway 77 to the Red 
River, thence in an easterly direction 
along the Red River to U.S. Highway 71, 
thence in a southerly direction along U.S. 
Highway 71 to Texarkana, Ark.-Tex.. 
thence along the Texas-Arkansas State 
line to the Arkansas-Louisiana State 
line, thence in an easterly direction 
along the Arkansas-Louisiana State line 
to the Mississippi River, thence in a 
northerly direction along the Mississippi 
River to Helena. Ark., thence in a west¬ 
erly direction along Arkansas Highway 
20 to junction U.S. Highway 79. thence 
in a southwesterly direction along U.S. 
Highway 79 to Junction Arkansas High¬ 
way 17, thence in a northerly direction 
along Arkansas Highway 17 to junction 
U.S. Highway 70, thence in a westerly 
direction along U.S. Highway 70 to 
North Little Rock, Ark., thence in a 
northerly direction along U.S. Highway 
65 to Conway, Ark., thence in a westerly 
direction along U.S. Highway 64 to 
Warner. Okla., thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 62 to Oklahoma City, including 
points on the indicated portions of the 
highways specified: meats, meat prod - 
ucts, meat by-products, dairy products , 
and articles distributed by meat-packing 
houses , as described in Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, as modified 
in 61 M.C.C. 766, from Oklahoma City, 
Okla., to points in New Mexico; and 
- meat, meat products and meat by¬ 
products, dairy products, and articles 
distributed by meat-packing houses, as 
described in sections A, B and C of Ap¬ 
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766, from Oklahoma City, Okla., to 
El Paso, Tex., and points in Texas within 
25 miles thereof; and empty containers 
or other such incidental* facilities used 
in transporting the above-described 
commodities, on return. 

Note: Applicant seeks, by this application, 
to change its operation from a contract to 
a common carrier in the conduct of the 
above-described operations which it is au¬ 
thorized to perform as a contract carrier 
under Permits MC 106213 Sub 1 and MC 
106213 Sub 9. Applicant has also filed simul ¬ 
taneously with this application, an applica¬ 
tion for authority under Section 5 (No. MC- 
F-7222) to acquire all of the common stock 
of F. Gaffin, Inc. and to simultaneously merge 
the operating properties and authority of 
said Gaffin (Certificate MC 114284 and sub 
numbers thereunder), with the operating 
properties and converted authority of appli¬ 
cant. Applicant states it seeks conversion 
so as to be eligible to acquire the common 
carrier rights of F. Gaffin, Inc. Proceeding in 
MC 106213 Sub 11 and proceeding in MC-F- 
7222 are, therefore, directly related. 

Applications Under Section 5 and 
210a(b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission’s special rules governing 
notice of filing of applications by motor 
carrier of property or passengers under 
section 5(a) and 210a(b) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act and certain other 
procedural matters with respect thereto 
(49 CFR 1.240). 


motor carriers of property 

No. MC-F-7201, INDIANA REFRIG¬ 
ERATOR LINES, INC.—PURCHASE— 
HAMPTON LEE. published in the May 
27, 1959, issue of the Federal Register 
on page 4285. Application filed June 5. 
1959. for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-7222. Authority sought for 
control and merger by FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. P.O. Box 
2307, Stockyards Station, Oklahoma City, 
Okla., of the operating rights and prop¬ 
erty of F. GAFFIN. INC.. P.O. Box 2734, 
Stockyards Station, Oklahoma City. 
Okla., and for acquisition by CARL 
SMYTHE and GUY FOX, both of Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla., of control of such 
rights and property through the trans¬ 
action. Applicants' attorney: W. T 
Brunson. 508 Leonhardt Building. Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. Operating rights 
sought to be controlled and merged: 
Meats, meat products, meat by-products 
and dairy products, as described in Sec - 
tions A and B of the appendix to the re¬ 
port in Modification of Permits — Pack¬ 
ing House Products, 46 M.C.C. 23, as a 
common carrier, over irregular routes, 
from Oklahoma City, Okla., to points in 
Texas and New Mexico; dairy products, 
as described in section B of the appendix 
to the report in Modification of Permits — 
Packing House Products , 46 M.C.C. 23. 
from Fayetteville, Springdale, Siloam 
Springs, Bentonville, Rogers and Fort 
Smith, Ark., and points in Arkansas 
within 50 miles of Fort Smith, Ark., to 
Oklahoma City and Tulsa, Okla.; meats, 
meat products, meat by-products, dairy 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packing houses, as described in the 
appendix to the report in Modification 
of Permits—Packing 'House Products, 46 
M.C.C. 23, from Oklahoma City, Okla., 
to Texarkana, Tex.; packing house prod¬ 
ucts, from Oklahoma City. Okla.. to 
points in Arkansas; damaged, defective, 
rejected or returned shipments of pack¬ 
ing house products, from points in Ar¬ 
kansas. to Oklahoma City. Okla.; rice 
and canned fruit and vegetables, from 
points in Arkansas, to points in Okla¬ 
homa; damaged , defective , rejected or 
returned shipments of rice and canned 
fruit and vegetables, from points in Ok¬ 
lahoma, to points in Arkansas; canned 
goods . vinegar , and grape juice, from 
points in Crawford, Carroll, Benton, 
and Washington Counties, Ark., to points 
in Oklahoma: canned goods, from Crane, 
Mo., to Oklahoma City. Okla.; pickles, 
from Sherman, Tex., t6 Oklahoma City. 
Okla.; concrete building forms, from 
Fayetteville, Ark., to Oklahoma City. 
Okla.; peanuts, from Corbin, Abilene. 
Stevensville. and Coleman, Tex., to points 
in Oklahoma; plumbing fixtures, between 
Oklahoma City, Okla., on the one hand, 
and. on the other, Brownsville. Tex., 
Bentonville, Ark., and points in Kansas; 
such general merchandise as is dealt in 
by wholesale, retail, and chain grocery 
and food business houses, between Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Bowie, Tex.; machinery, 
materials, supplies and equipment, in¬ 
cidental to, or used in the maintenance 
of facilities for the drilling of water 
wells, between Oklahoma City, Okla., on 
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the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Texas; meats, vieat products, meat 
by-products, and dairy products as de¬ 
scribed in sections A and B of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766, in peddle service only, from Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla., to El Paso. Tex., points 
in Arizona, and points in New Mexico, 
and from Oklahoma City, Okla., to Las 
Vegas, Nev., and points within 20 miles 
of Las Vegas; meats, meat products, and 
meat by-products , dairy products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing 
houses, as described in Appendix I to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, 
from Oklahoma City, Okla., to points in 
Montezuma, La Plata, Archuleta, Rio 
Grande, Mineral, San Juan, iJolores, and 
San Miguel Counties, Colo., and San 
Juan County, Utah. FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTATION CO., is authorized 
to operate as a contract carrier in Okla¬ 
homa, Arkansas, Texas, and New Mexico. 
Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under section 210 a(b). 

Note: MC-106213 Sub 11 is a matter di¬ 
rectly related. 

No. MC-F-7223. Authority sought for 
purchase by HENNIS FREIGHT LINES, 
INC.. Post Office Box 612, Winston- 
Salem, N.C., of a portion of the operating 
rights of UNION STORAGE & WARE¬ 
HOUSE COMPANY. INC., doing business 
as NORTH SOUTH LINES, 2529 North 
Tryon Street, Post Office Box 5293, 
Charlotte. N.C., and for acquisition by 
S. H. MITCHELL, also of Winston- 
Salem, of control of such rights through 
the purchase. Applicant’s attorney; 
James E. Wilson, 1111 E Street NW., 
Washington 4, D.Ci Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions includ¬ 
ing household goods and commodities in 
bulk as a common carrier, over irregular 
routes, between Charlotte, N.C.. on the 
one hand, and, on the other, all points 
in North Carolina on and east of U.S. 
Highway 29. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Georgia, 
South Carolina, North Carolina. Vir¬ 
ginia, Ohio, Indiana, Michigan. Mary¬ 
land, Pennsylvania, New York, New 
Jersey, West Virginia, Illinois, Rhode 
Island, Massachusetts. Florida, Dela¬ 
ware, and the District of Columbia. Ap¬ 
plication has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210 a(b). 

No. MC-F-7224. Authority sought for 
purchase by MISSOURI-ARKANSAS 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 1505 
Maiden Lane. Joplin, Mo., of a portion 
of the operating rights of MARTHA 
PAYNE, EDWIN L. PAYNE, and RUTH 
M. SPANN, a partnership, doing bus¬ 
iness as THE PITTSBURG TRANSFER 
AND STORAGE COMPANY, 205 North 
Locust, Pittsburg, Kans., and for acquisi¬ 
tion by W. L. GEHRS, SR, and W. L. 
GEHRS, JR., both of Joplin, Mo., of con¬ 
trol of such rights through the purchase. 
Applicants’ attorney: James F. Miller, 
500 Board of Trade Building, Kansas 
City 5, Mo. Operating rights sought to 
be transferred: General commodities , 
wi^h certain exceptions including com¬ 
modities in bulk and excluding house¬ 


hold goods, as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, between Pittsburg, 
Kans., on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Kansas and Missouri, 
within 80 miles of Pittsburg. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common car¬ 
rier in Kansas, Arkansas, Oklahoma, and 
Missouri. Application has not been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210 a(b). 

No. MC-F-7225. Authority sought for 
control by GEORGIA HIGHWAY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 2090 Jonesboro Road SE., 
Atlanta. Ga.. of B. C. TRUCK LINES. 
INC., 2559 Jonesboro Road SE., Atlanta, 
Ga., and for acquisition by H. D. WIN- 
SHIP, SR., 2090 Jonesboro Road SE., 
Atlanta 15, Ga., of control of B. C. 
TRUCK LINES, INC., through the acqui¬ 
sition by GEORGIA HIGHWAY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC. Applicants’ attorneys and 
representatives: Allen Post, 1220 First 
National Bank Building, Atlanta 3, Ga., 
Joseph H. Blackshear, Gainesville, Ga., 
Robert C. Dryden, 2090 Jonesboro Road 
SE., Atlanta 15. Ga., and BUI Watkins, 
Watkins Motor Lines, Inc., Thomasville, 
Ga. Operating rights sought to be con¬ 
trolled: General commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions including household 
goods and commodities in bulk, as a 
common carrier, over irregular routes 
between La Grange, Ga., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Alabama, 
and between La Grange, Ga., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Geor¬ 
gia. GEORGIA HIGHWAY EXPRESS, 
INC., is authorized to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier in Georgia, Tennessee, and 
Alabama. Application has been filed for 
temporary authorty under section 
210 a(b). 

No. MC-F 7226. Authority sought for 
purchase by NORTHWEST DRAYAGE 
COMPANY, No. 10 Angelica Street, St. 
Louis 7, Mo., of the operating rights of 
DAISY EXPRESS COMPANY. 1127 
Hadley Street, St. Louis, Mo., and for 
acquisition by FRANK L. HOLMES, also 
of St. Louis, of control of such rights 
through the purokjMfc Applicants’ at¬ 
torney: Ernest A. Brooks II, 1301 Am¬ 
bassador Building, St. Louis 1, Mo. 
Operating rights sought to be trans¬ 
ferred: General commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions including household 
goods and commodities in bulk, as a 
common carrier over regular routes, be¬ 
tween St. Louis, Mo., and Alton, Ill., and 
between St. Louis, Mo., and Belleville, 
Ill., serving all intermediate and certain 
off route points; general commodities, 
with certain exceptions including house¬ 
hold goods and commodities in bulk, over 
irregular routes, between St. Louis, Mo., 
on the one ^fiand, and, on the other, 
points in St. Clair and Madison Counties, 
Ill. Vendee holds no authority from this 
Commission. However, through MC-FC 
62320 filed June 8,1959, it seeks authority 
to purchase Certificates Nos. MC-96344 
and MQ-96344 Sub 1, covering operations 
as a common carrier in Missouri and Illi¬ 
nois, from FRANK L. HOLMES, doing 
business as NORTHWEST DRAYAGE 
COMPANY. Application has been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210 a(b). 

No. MC-F 7227. Authority sought for 
purchase by KLEIMER VAN LINES, 


INC., 3950 Bemis Street. Los Angeles 39 , 
Calif., of the operating rights of IRVING 
C. FEIN, doing business as STORE FIX¬ 
TURE MOVERS, 956 McGarry Street, 
Los Angeles 13, Calif., and for acquisi¬ 
tion by JOHN J. KLEIMER. also of Los 
Angeles, of control of such rights through 
the purchase. Applicants’ attorney: 
Cromwell Warner. 3950 Bemis Street. Los 
Angeles 39, Calif. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: Store fixtures, 
and store furniture other than fixtures 
and store equipment other than fixtures 
when transported in conjunction with 
and incidental to a shipment of store 
fixtures, as a common carrier over irreg¬ 
ular routes, between Los Angeles, Calif., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Arizona and Nevada. Vendee is au¬ 
thorized to operate as a common carrier 
in Missouri, Oklahoma, Texas, New Mex¬ 
ico, Colorado, Kansas. Wyoming, Utah, 
Arizona, California, Nevada. Idaho, 
Washington, Oregon, and Montana. Ap¬ 
plication has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210 a(b). 

By the Commission. 

I seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 59-4994; Filed, June 16, 1959; 

8:48 a.m.J 


[Notice 88] 

MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE 
DEVIATION NOTICES 


June 12, 1959. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to operate over deviation routes 
for operating convenience only with 
service at intermediate points have been 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
Oiission, under the Commission's devia¬ 
tion rules revised. 1957 (49 CFR 211.1(c‘ 
( 8 )) and notice thereof to all interested 
persons is hereby given as provided in 
such rules (49 CFR 211.1(d)(4)). 

Protests against the use of any pro¬ 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211 . 1 (e)) at any time but will not operate 
to stay commencement of the proposed 
operations unless filed, within 30 days 
from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of tne 
same carrier under the Commission 
deviation rules revised, 1957, will J* 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification and protests if any 
should refer to such letter-notices > 
number. 


Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 2309 (Deviation No. 5), GIL¬ 
LETTE MOTOR TRANSPORT. INC.. 
2211 Butler Street. Dallas. Tex., filed 
June 1. 1959. Carrier proposes to op 
erate as a common carrier, by mo 
hide, of general commodities . with cer 
tain exceptions, over a deviation r<>ute 
follow’s: from Midland ° ver ^ exa ^ 07 
way 158 to junction U.S. ^^ h ,^ t ion 
thence over U.S. Highway 87 to Junctto 
U.S. Highway 67. thence over U.S 
way 67 to junction U.S. Highway W 
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Brown wood. Tex., thence over U.S. High- 
way 183 to junction U.S. Highway 290 at 
Austin. Tex., and thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 290 to Houston, Tex., and return 
over the same route, for operating con¬ 
venience only, serving nd" intermediate 
points. The notice indicates that the 
carrier is presently authorized to trans¬ 
port the same commodities over the fol¬ 
lowing pertinent route: Prom Midland 
over U.S. Highway 80 to Dallas, Tex., and 
thence over U.S. Highway 75 to Houstofi, 
and return over the same route. 

No. MC 40858 (Deviation No. 3), THE 
SILVER FLEET MOTOR EXPRESS, 
INC.. 216 Pearl Street. Louisville 2. Ky., 
filed June 1, 1959. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities , with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route, as follows: from Morristown, 
Tenn., over U.S. Highway HE to junc¬ 
tion Tennessee Highway 70. thence over 
Tennessee Highway 70 to the Tennessee- 
North Carolina State line, thence over 
North Carolina Highway 208 to junction 
U.S. Highways 25 and 70, and return over 
the same route, for operating conven¬ 
ience only, serving no intermediate 
points. The notice indicates that the 
carrier is presently authorized to trans¬ 
port the same commodities over the fol¬ 
lowing pertinent route: Prom Morris¬ 
town over U.S. Highway 25E to junction 
U.S. Highways 25 and 70, thence over U.S. 
Highways 25 and 70 to junction North 
Carolina Highway 208, and return over 
the same route. 

No. MC 75320 (CORRECTION) pub¬ 
lished in the May 27, 1959 issue of the 
Federal Register. 

No. MC 75320 (Deviation No. 8), 
CAMPBELL “66*” EXPRESS. INC., P.O. 
Box 390, Springfield, Mo., filed May 14, 
1959. Carrier proposes to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor, vehicle, of 
meral commodities, with certain excep- 
uons, over a deviation route, between 
Seneca. Mo., and Port Smith. Ark., as 
lOllowfi: from Seneca, Mo., over Missouri 
Highway 43 to junction Missouri High¬ 
way 90. thence over Missouri Highway 90 
o junction Oklahoma Highway 20. 
wence over Oklahoma Highway 20 to 
S! tl ^? 1 0 l klan ° ma Hi 8hway 25. thence 
?3i r Oklahoma Hghway 25 to junc- 

5Q o«5^L C , 0mbinati0n us - Highway 
nL? nd ?^ ahoma Highway 10. thence 
nirL C ° mbination U s * Highway 59 and 
uKiahoma Highway 10 to junction com- 

& U.s. Highway 59 and Oklahoma 

over h nM L° near Kansas * °kla., thence 
ah T a Highway 10 to junction 
Ok^° ma Highway 82. thence over 
Hi^° ma p? ighway 82 t0 junction U.S. 
6Uo p y f 4 ' then ce over U.S. Highway 
same and return over the 

onlv ™ Ut f* tor °P eratin s convenience 
The nrkf' lVin < g no in tenriediate points. 
Presentv° e that the carrier is 

same aut j}onzed to transport the 
Port wV? odlties between Seneca and 
over ?on mith ' as follows: Prom Seneca 
thenr^ ■ S ° Uri Highwa y 43 to Joplin. Mo., 
Smith ° Vei U S ‘ Highway 71 to Port 

75320 (Deviation No. 9), 

‘! 66 ” EXPRESS, INC., P.O. 
1959 r Spnng H e l d . Mo., filed June 1, 
ainer proposes to operate as a 

No. lia-e 


common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
general commodities . with certain ex¬ 
ceptions, over a deviation route between 
Greenwood. Miss., and Canton, Miss., as 
follows: from Greenwood over U.S. 
Highway 49-E to junction Mississippi 
Highway 16 at or near Yazoo City, thence 
over Mississippi Highway 16 to Canton 
and return over the same route, for 
operating convenience only, serving no 
intermediate points. The notice indi¬ 
cates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same commodi¬ 
ties over the following pertinent routes; 
from Greenwood over U.S. Highway 82 
to Columbus, Miss., thence over Missis¬ 
sippi Highway 12 to the Mississippi- 
Alabama State line, thence over Ala¬ 
bama Highway 18 to Vernon. Ala.: and 
from Memphis, Tenn.. over U.S. High¬ 
way 51 via Grenada. Miss., to Canton, 
and return over the same routes. 

No. MC 107500 (Deviation No. 3), 
BURLINGTON TRUCK LINES. INC., 
796 South Pearl Street, Galesburg, Ill., 
filed June 5, 1959. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route, as follows: from junction U.S. 
Highway 69 and Iowa Highway 28 over 
Iowa Highway 28 to junction Iowa High¬ 
way 123, thence over Iowa Highway 123 
to junction Interstate Highway 35, 
thence over Interstate Highway 35 to 
junction Iowa Highway 92, thence over 
Iovwi Highway 92 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 69 at Indianola and return over the 
same route, for operating convenience 
only serving no intermediate points. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to- transport the 
same commodities over the following 
pertinent route: From Kansas City. Mo., 
over U.S. Highway 69 to Des Moines! 
Iowa, and return over the same route. 

No. MC 111557 (Deviation No. 1), 
MONSEN TRUCKING COMPANY, n! 
Highway 71 and 18. Spencer, Iowa, filed 
April 29, 1959. Carrier proposes to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route, as follows: from Council Bluffs. 
Iowa, at the junction of U.S. Highway 6 
and Interstate Highway 29, over Inter¬ 
state Highway 29 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 30. thence over U.S. Highway 30 to 
Aurora. Ill., and thence over Illinois 
Highway 65 to junction U.S. Highway 
34 and return over the same route, for 
operating convenience only, serving no 
intermediate points. The notice indi¬ 
cates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same com¬ 
modities over the following pertinent 
route: From the junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 6 and Interstate Highway 29 at 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, over U.S. Highway 
6 to Des Moines. Iowa, thence over U.S. 
Highway 65 to junction Iowa Highway 
92, thence over Iowa Highway 92 via 
Oskaloosa, Iowa, to Davenport, Iowa, 
thence over U.S. Highway 6 to junction 
Illinois Highway 92, thence over Illinois 
Highway 92 to junction U.S. Highway 
34. thence over U.S. Highway 34 to junc¬ 
tion Illinois Highway 65, and return over 
the same route. 


No. MC 111557 (Deviation No. 2). 
MOMSEN TRUCKING COMPANY n! 
Highway 71 and 18, Spencer. Iowa, filed 
April 29, 1959. Carrier proposes to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of- general commodities , with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route, as follows: from the junction of 
U.S. Highway 6 and Iowa Highway 64 
in Des Moines over Iowa Highway 64 to 
junction U.S. Highway 30, thence over 
U.S. Highway 30 to Aurora. III., thence 
over Illinois Highway 65 to junction U.S. 
Highway 34 at a point seven miles east of 
Aurora and return over the same route, 
for operating convenience only, serving 
no intermediate points. The notice in¬ 
dicates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same commod¬ 
ities over the following pertinent routes* 
from the junction of U.S. Highways 65 
and 6 at Des Moines over U.S. Highway 
65 to junction Iow*a Highway 92. thence 
over Iowa Highway 92 to Davenport 
Iowa, thence over U.S. Highway 6 to 
junction Illinois Highway 92, thence 
over Illinois Highway 92 to junction U.S. 
Highway 34, thence over U.S. Highway 
34 to junction Illinois Highway 65, and 
return over the same route. 

No. MC 111557 (Deviation No. 3) 
MOMSEN TRUCKING COMPANY N 
Highway 71 and 18. Spencer, Iowa, filed 
April 29. 1959. Carrier proposes to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities , with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: from Omaha. Nebr 
over U.S. Highway 275 to Council Bluffs! 
Iowa, thence over Iowa Highway 375 to 
junction Iowa Highway 100, thence over 
Iowa Highway 100 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 71. thence over U.S. Highway 71 to 
junction Iowa Highway 92,, thence over 
Iowa Highway 92 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 65 and 69 at Indianola. Iowa, and 
return over the same route, for operating 
convenience only, serving no intermedi¬ 
ate points. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities over the 
following pertinent route: from Omaha 
over U.S. Highway 6 to Des Moines. Iowa, 
thence over U.S. Highw r ay 65 to junction 
Iowa Highway 92 at Indianola, and re¬ 
turn over the same route. 

Motor Carrier of Passengers 

No. MC 1501 (Deviation No. 27) THE 
GREYHOUND CORPORATION.’ 2600 
Hamilton Avenue. Cleveland 14. Ohio, 
filed June 4, 1959. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of pqssengers over deviation 
loutes, as follows: (A) from Interchange 
B-l (Post Road-U.S. Highway 9 Inter¬ 
change) of the Berkshire Section of the 
New York State Thruway over the Berk¬ 
shire Section of the New York State 
Thru way to junction New York State 
Thruway’s mainline (Pennsylvania-New 
York State line) at Interchange number 
21A of the New York State Thruway; <B» 
from Pittsfield, Mass., over U.S. Highway 
20 to Shaker Village, Mass., thence over 
Massachusetts Highway 41 via Rich¬ 
mond. Mass., to West Stockbridge, Mass., 
thence over Massachusetts Highway 102 
to the Massachusetts-New York State 
line, thence over New York Highway 22 
and access roads to Interchange B-3 
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(New York Highway 22 Interchange) of 
the Berkshire Section of the New York 
State Thruway; and return over the 
same routes, for operating convenience 
only, serving no intermediate points. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport pas¬ 
sengers over the following pertinent 
routes: from Boston over Massachusetts 
Highway 9 to Worcester, Mass, (also 
from Boston over U.S. Highway 20 via 
Northboro, Mass., to junction unnum¬ 
bered highway at a point approximately 
one mile southwest of Northboro, Mass., 
thence over unnumbered highway via 
Shrewsbury, Mass., to junction Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 9 at a point approxi¬ 
mately three miles east of Worcester, 
Mass., thence as specified above to 
Worcester), thence over Massachusetts 
Highway 12 to junction U.S. Highway 
20, thence over U.S. Highway 20 via 
Fiskdale, Mass., to Springfield, Mass., 
thence over Massachusetts Highway 116 
to Holyoke, Mass., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 202 to junction U.S. Highway 5, 
thence over U.S. Highway 5 to'North- 
ampton. Mass., thence over Massachu¬ 
setts Highway 9 to Pittsfield, Mass, (also 
from Springfield. Mass., over U.S. High¬ 
way 20 via West Springfield, Mass., to 
Pittsfield, Mass.; also from West Spring- 
field, Mass., over U.S. Highway 5 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 202 west of Holyoke, 
Mass.), thence over U.S. Highway 20 to 
Albany. N.Y., thence over New York 
Highway 5 to Schenectady, N.Y. (also 
from Albany, N.Y., over New York High¬ 
way 32 to Menands, N.Y., thence across 
the Hudson River over the Menands 
Bridge to junction U.S. Highway 4, 
thenee over U.S. Highway 4 to Troy, 
N.Y., thence over New York Highway 7 
to Schenectady, N.Y.; from SufTern over 
U.S. Highway 202 to junction New York 
Highway 59, thence over New York High¬ 
way 59 to Ramapo. N.Y., thence over 
New York Highway 17 to Harriman. N.Y., 
thence over New York Highway 32 to 
Newburgh, N.Y., thence over U.S. High- 
. way 9W via Kingston, N.Y., to Albany 
(also from Catskill, N.Y., over New York 
Highway 285 via Athens and Coxsackie. 
N.Y., to junction U.S. Highway 9W); 
from New York over U.S. Highway 9 via 
Albany, Saratoga Springs and Glens 
Falls, N.Y.. to junction New York High¬ 
way 9B (formerly U.S. Highway 9). and 
thence over New York Highway 9B to 
the boundary of the United States and 
Canada; from SufTern (Interchange No. 
15) over New York State Thru way to 
Buffalo (Interchange No. 50); from 
White Plains over New York Highway 
22 via Armonk, N.Y., to Bedford, N.Y., 
thence over New York Highway 121 to 
junction New York Highway 137, thence 
over New York Highway 137 to Pound- 
ridge, N.Y., thence over New York High¬ 
way 124 to junction New York Highway 
35, thence over New York Highway 35 
to the New York-Connecticut State line, 
thence over Connecticut Highway 35 to 
junction U.S. Highway 7, thence over 
U.S. Highway 7 via Danbury, Conn., to 
New Milford, Conn., thence over Con¬ 
necticut Highway 25 via Litchfield. 
Conn., to Torrington. Conn., thence over 
Connecticut Highway 8 via Winsted, 
Conn., to the Connecticut-Massachusetts 


State line, thenee over Massachusetts 
Highway 8 to West Becket, Mass., thence 
over U.S. Highway 20 via Lee, Mass., to 
Pittsfield; between Shaker Village, 
Mass., and Lenox, Mass., from Shaker 
Village over Massachusetts Higlrway 41 
to Richmond, Mass., thence over un¬ 
numbered highway to junction Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 183, thence over Mas¬ 
sachusetts Highway 183 to Lenox; and 
return over the same routes. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy. 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 59-4996; Filed. June 16, 1959; 

8:49 a.m.l 
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MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER ' 
PROCEEDINGS 

June 12, 1959. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
179), appear below: 

As -provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may-file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the 4ate 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 62054. By order of June 
8.1959, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Caravan Lines, Inc., Salem, 
Oregon, of the operating rights in Certifi¬ 
cate No. MC 6364, issued by the Commis¬ 
sion February 1, 1950, to Lester DeLapp. 
Salem, Oregon, authorizing the transpor¬ 
tation. over irregular routes, of general 
commodities, excluding household goods, 
commodities in bulk, and other specified 
commodities, canned goods, nuts, paper, 
paper products, sugar, salt, fruit, and 
cannery supplies, and over regular routes 
of fruit, fresh fruit, in barrels, and 
canned goods, nuts, and general com¬ 
modities. excluding household goods, 
commodities in bulk, and other specified 
commodities, from and to specified points 
in Oregon and Washington. Earle V. 
White, 2130 Southwest Fifth Avenue, 
Portland 1, Oregon. 

No. MC-FC 62062. By order of June 
11, 1959, the Transfer Board approved 
the ti'ansfer to State Motor Haulage, 
Inc., of Hackensack, N.J., of Certificate 
No. MC 2599 issued February 23. 1942, to 
Charles J. Ellwanger doing business as 
State Motor Haulage of Hackensack, 
N.J., authorizing the transportation of 
building and construction machinery and 
equipment, over irregular routes, between 
points in New York and New Jersey. 
George Bowen, 907 Main Street, Hack¬ 
ensack. N.J. and Mortimer L. Mahler. 35 
Church Street, Paterson 1, N.J., for 
applicants. 


No. MC-FC 62084. By order cf June 
10. 1959, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Robert Longstreet and 
Howard Beaumont, doing business as 
Town and Country Van Lines, Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., of Certificate No. MC 
25433, issued October 5, 1940, to Charles 
Nagle. Sr., doing business as Nagle’s 
Storagfe, Philadelphia, Pa., authorizing 
the transportation of: Household goods, 
between Philadelphia. Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on .the other, points in New 
York, New Jersey, Delaware, and Mary¬ 
land. Joseph S. Elmaleh, 1420 Walnut 
Street. Philadelphia 2, Pa., for ap¬ 
plicants. 

No. MC-FC 62123. By order of June 
10, 1959, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Walter Pitts, West Mem¬ 
phis, Arkansas, of that portion of the 
operating rights in Certificate No. MC 
102948 Sub 3, issued by the Commission 
November 23, 1949, to D. L. Baker. War¬ 
ren. Arkansas, authorizing the trans¬ 
portation, over irregular routes, of road 
and bridge-building machinery and ma¬ 
terials, between Warren, Ark., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Lou¬ 
isiana, Mississippi, Missouri, Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, and Texas. Ernest A. Brooks 
n, 1301 Ambassador Building. St. Louis 
1. Missouri. 

No. MC-FC 62133. By order of June 
10, 1959, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Mack’s Lufkin Beaumont 
Coaches, Inc., 205 Herndon Street, Luf¬ 
kin, Texas, of certificate in No. MC 
58182 Sub 3, issued November 21, 1956. 
to M. S. McMullen, doing business as 
Mack's Motor Coaches, 205 Herndon 
Street, Lufkin, Texas, authorizing the 
transportation of: passengers, between 
Bryan, Texas, and Crockett, Texas, and 
between Lufkin, Texas, and Centerville, 

No. MC-FC 62137. By order of June 
10, 1959, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Ed Hopson Produce Com¬ 
pany, Inc., Oxford, Ala., of the ‘ grand¬ 
father” operating rights claimed to have 
been performed by Ollie M. Hall doing 
business as Hall Produce Company, Bir¬ 
mingham, Ala., under Section 7 of the 
Transportation Act of 1958, (72 Stat. 
574). for which a Certificate is sought in 
docket No. MC 118128 authorizing the 
transportation of: Bananas, hom 
Tampa, Fla., and New Orleans, La., w 
Birmingham, Ala. Robert E. Tate and 
Wade H. Brown, 2031 Ninth Avenue, 
South Birmingham. Ala., for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 62141. By order of June 8. 
1959. the Transfer Board approved die 
transfer to Delbert Dali. d ?f n f,.^ sl wis 
as Delbert Dali and Son, Cuba Qity. W» 
consin, of the operating rights in Certi - 
cate No. MC 96131. issued by the.ConmPs 
sion June 12, 1953. to J. W. Wieder^ 
Kieler. Wisconsin, authorizing the J r ^ 
portation, over irregular routes._oi 
stock and agricultural commodities farm 
machinery and machinery 
melons, chats, sand, gravel, an 
salt. seed. feed, fertilizer twine, steam 
pipe, radiators, soil pipe, livestock, 
hold goods and emigrant moveables, f 

and to specified points in BUnois. Iowa, 
and Wisconsin. Glenn W. Stepney 
121 West Doty Street, Madiso 
Wisconsin. 
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No. MC-FC 62161. By order of June 8. 
1959. the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Ivan Thompson, Bridge- 
water. Iowa, of a certificate in No. MC 
53492 . issued November 8, 1954. to Lloyd 
R. Heiser, Fontanelle, Iowa, authorizing 
the transportation of: Livestock, feed, 
and grain, between Fontanelle. Iowa, 
and Omaha. Nebr.; and Livestock, agri¬ 
cultural commodities, building materials, 
agricultural implements, machinery and 
. parts, feeds, and farm hardware, be¬ 
tween Fontanelle, Iowa, and Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC-FC 62177. By order of June 
k 8.1959. the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Frigid Food Express. Incor¬ 
porated of Louisville. Ky., of Permits 
Nos. MC 110393 and MC 110393 Sub 3. 
issued January 13, 1956 and August 22, 
1958. to Fred L. Ridge and W. O. Mc¬ 
Carthy. a partnership, doing business as 
Frigid Food Express of Louisville, Ky., 
authorizing the transportation, over ir¬ 
regular routes, of butter, from Louisville. 

I Ky., to points in Florida; butter, cheese. 

I eggs, and dressed poultry, from Harrods- 
burg. Ky., to points in Florida; dairy 
, products from Harrodsburg and Louis- 
i ville. Ky.. to points in Alabama. Georgia. 

North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennes- 
! see. and Bristol, Va., and from Louisville. 
Ky.. to points in Florida, Indiana, Mis¬ 
sissippi. New York, Ohio. Pennsylvania. 

[ Virginia, except Bristol, and West Vir¬ 
ginia; and oleomargarine, vegetable oils, 
vegetable cooking oils, shortening or 
compounds and lard substitutes, from 
Memphis. Tenn.. to points in Alabama, 
and Georgia. Ollie L. Merchant, 712 
Uulsville Trust Building, Louisville 2, 
Ky., for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 62181. By order of June 
0. 1959. the Transfer Board approved 
|ne transfer to Charles R. Pitts, West 
Memphis, Arkansas, of the operating 
nghts in Certificates Nos. MC 92974 and 
MC 92974 Sub 4. issued by the Commis¬ 
sion November 29, 1950. and July 29. 
if 4 *- respectively, to Thomas George 
unter. authorizing the transportation, 
over irregular routes, of tile and clay 
Products creosoted lumber, timber, and 
I UIltreated * oil field equipment and 
rS es ; and genera l commodities, ex- 
flm * household goods, commodities in 
f-om 0ther specified commodities, 

•* n and to specified points in Arkansas 
Texas. Albeit G. Walker. 202 Capi- 

1 lt i° nal Bank Building, Austin 16. 
for applicants 

I I 5.“”° 62287 ' By order ot June 
> arf ' l , le Transfer Board approved the 
ansfer t° Henry Mavarich. doing busi- 
j. T as Canonsburg Transfer Co.. Stra- 
•ieMc Pe ^ nsylvani a, of the operating 
If* 1 " Certificate No. MC 47378, issued 

;irp«..^ 0nuillssionMay H. 1949. toC. E. 

'-artJ. . doing bu «iness as James Mc- 
ania .* ® ons ’ Canonsburg, Pennsyl- 
■ver aul horizing the transportation, 

I tood* r K re f ular routes, of household 
W » ;ween polnts in Washington 
heoth» a " on the one hand . »nd, on 
I *nd 111 Ohio - Pennsylvania, 

: ;es 9 ., . Vlr sinia, and of such commodi- 

:uis hof 6 USed in 1116 ma nufacture of tin 
05 between Canonsburg, Pa., on the 
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one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Hancock, Brooke, Ohio, and Marshall 
Counties, W. Va. Jerome Solomon, 
1325 Grant Building, Pittsburgh, Pa., 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 62290. By order of June 
8. 1959. the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Rogers Trucking Company, 
Inc.. Pomona. California, of a certificate 
in No. MC 116860 issued June 20. 1958, 
to W. E. Rogers, doing business as Rogers 
Trucking Co., Pomona, California, au¬ 
thorizing the transportation of paper 
and paper products, over irregular routes, 
from Pomona. Calif., to points in the Los 
Angeles Harbor. Calif.. Commercial Zone, 
as defined by the Commission. Crom¬ 
well Warner, Cromwell Warner and As¬ 
sociates. 404 Yarmouth Road, Palos 
Verdes Estates. California. 

. No. MC-FC 62299. By order of June 9, 
1959. the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Belnap Freight Lines. Inc., 
Los Angeles. Calif., of certificate in No. 
MC 35380 Sub 1. issued February 27, 
1959, to Stanley W. Belnap, doing busi¬ 
ness as Belnap Freight Lines. Los An¬ 
geles, Calif., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of: General commodities, except 
livestock. Class A and B explosives, and 
liquids in bulk, between Los Angeles, 
Calif., and Kingman. Ariz., and of certifi¬ 
cate in No. MC 32117, issued December 
14. 1953, to Bush Freight Lines. Inc., 
Salt Lake City, Utah, authorizing the 
transportation of: General commodities , 
except household goods, commodities in 
bulk, and the other usual exceptions, 
.between Salt Lake City, Utah, and Boul¬ 
der City. Nev., and between Kingman. 
Ariz., and Boulder City, Nev.. and various 
other commodities between specified 
points in Arizona. Nevada, and Utah. 
Clifford W. Ferguson. 1782 Childs Ave¬ 
nue. Salem. Oreg., and Ronald Barker. 
712 Newhouse Building. Salt Lake City, 
Utah, for applicants. 


(seal I Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(FR. Doc. 59-4997: Piled. June 16. 1959; 
8:49 a.m.j 
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APPLICATIONS FOR MOTOR CARRIER 
CERTIFICATE OR PERMIT COVER¬ 
ING OPERATIONS COMMENCED 
DURING "INTERIM" PERIOD 

June 12, 1959. 

Applications for motor carrier Certifi¬ 
cate or permit covering operations 
commenced during the “interim’’ period, 
after May 1, 1958, but on or before 
August 12. 1958. 

The following applications and certain 
other procedural matters relating 
thereto are filed under the “interim” 
clause of section 7(c) of the Transporta¬ 
tion Act of 1958. These matters are 
governed by special rule § 1.243 pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Recister issue of 
January 8, 1959. page 205, which pro¬ 
vides, among other things, that this 
publication constitutes the only notice 
to interested persons of filing that will 
be given; that appropriate protests to 


an application (consisting of an original 
and six copies each) must be filed with 
the Commission at Washington. D.C. 
within 30 days from the date of this 
publication in the Federal Register; 
that failure to so file seasonably will be 
construed as a waiver of opposition and 
participation in such proceeding, re¬ 
gardless of whether or not an oral hear¬ 
ing is held in the matter; and that a copy 
of the protest also shall be served upon 
applicant’s representative (or applicant, 
if no practitioner representing him is 
named in.the notice of filing). 

These notices reflect the operations 
described in the applications as filed on 
or before the statutory date of December 
10. 1958. 

No. MC 118179 (Sub No. 1), filed De¬ 
cember 8, 1953. Applicant: HARRY 

MELMAN. doing business as HARRY 
MELMAN CO., 400 Franklin Avenue, 
P.O. Box 3213. New Orleans. La. Au¬ 
thority sought under section 7 oL'the 
Transportation Act of 1958 to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
fruits, frozen berries, frozen vegetables, 
and bananas, from New Orleans, and In¬ 
dependence. La., and Memphis, Tenn., to 
Detroit. Mich., and Little Rock, Ark. 

No. MC 118428, filed December 10 
1958. Applicant: EDWARD C. MORE,’ 
Shiloh, N.J. Applicant’s attorney: How¬ 
ell Ellis, 520 Illinois Building, Indian¬ 
apolis. Ind. Authority sought under 
section 7 of the Transportation Act of 
1958 to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over regular and irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen fruits, fro¬ 
zen berries and frozen vegetables, <1) 
between Seabrook. N.J., and Youngs¬ 
town, Ohio, from Seabrook over New 
Jersey Highway 77 to junction New Jer¬ 
sey Highway 45. thence over New Jersey 
Highway 45 to Westville, N.J.. thence 
over U.S. Highway 130 via Camden. N.J., 
to Bordertown. N.J., thence over U.S 
Highway 206 to Trenton. N.J., thence 
over Pennsylvania Highway 69 to junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 611, thence over 
U.S. Highway 611 to Scranton. Pa., 
thence over U.S. Highway 11 to junction 
New York Highway 17, thence over New 
York Highway 17. via Binghamton, N.Y., 
to junction U.S. Highway 15 near Com¬ 
ing. N.Y., thence over U.S. Highway 15 to 
Rochester, N.Y.. thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 15 to New York Thruway, thence 
over New York Thruway to junction U.S 
Highway 62 at Exit 5T, thence over U.S. 
Highway 62 to junction New York High¬ 
way 17, thence over New York Highway 
17 to Randolph. N.Y., thence over New 
York Highway 17 to Jamestown. N.Y.. 
thence over U.S. Highway 62 to Youngs¬ 
town. Ohio (also over above routes to 
Coming, N.Y., thence over New York 
Highway 17 to Randolph, N.Y., thence 
over above routes to Youngstown, Ohio), 
and return over the same routes serving 
the intermediate or off-route poihts of 
Randolph, Avon and Rochester, N.Y.: 
(2) between Seabrook, N.J., and Chi¬ 
cago. Ill., from Seabrook over New Jer¬ 
sey Highway 77 to junction New Jer¬ 
sey Highway 45, thence over New Jer¬ 
sey Highway 45 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 130, thence over U.S. Highway 
130 to Camden, N.J., thence to Phil- 
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adelphia, thence to Pennsylvania Turn¬ 
pike, thence over Pennsylvania Turn¬ 
pike to Pennsylvania-Ohio State line, 
thence over Ohio Turnpike to Ohio- 
Indiana State line, thence over Indiana 
Turnpike to Calumet Skyway, thence 
over Calumet Skyway to Chicago (also 
over above routes to junction Detroit- 
Toledo Expressway, thence via Detroit- 
Toledo Expressway to Detroit, Mich.) 
<also via above routes to junction Penn¬ 


sylvania Turnpike and U.S. Highway 30, 
thence over U.S. Highway 30 to Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa., thence over U.S. Highway 22 
to junction U.S. Highway 40, thence over 
U.S. Highway 40 to Indianapolis, Ind., 
thence over U.S. Highway 31 to junction 
U.S. Highway 35, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 35 to junction U.S. Highway 6. 
thence over U.S. Highway 6 to junction 
U.S. Highway 41. thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 41 to Chicago, Ill.), and return over 


the same routes, serving the intermedi¬ 
ate or off-route points of Detroit, Mich., 
Tipton. Ind., and Akron, Ohio. (3) from 
Seabrook, N.J., to points in Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Michigan, New York, and Ohio. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(FJR. Doc. 59-4998; Piled, June 16. 1959; 
8:49 a.m.) 
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